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LONDON, MAY 9, 1874. 
—_>——_- 

AT THE SPECIAL MEETING of the Incorporated Law 
Society yesterday, of which a report will be found in 
another column, formal sanction was given to the mea- 
sures consequential on the recent amalgamation with 
the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association. The 
members of that body are now eligible for admission to 
the Society without entrance fee or ballot. It is to be 
hoped that none of them will fail to avail themselves of 
the advantages offered by the Society. 





On Tuvrspay Last the Lord Chancellor introduced the 
long expected Bill to extend the Judicature Act to 
Ireland, and also, as a necessary consequence, a Bill to 
establish an Imperial Court of Final Appeal which shall 
have all the jurisdiction at present divided between the 
Judicial Committee and the House of Lords. As we 
have not yet had an opportunity of seeing the text of 
these Bills, we can only judge of their provisions by the 
observations made by the Lord Chancellor in his speech 
explaining the purport of the scheme. So far as Ireland 
is concerned we have little to say: it was known that 
the principle of the Act of lust year was to be adopted 
and extended to that country, and the only point left in 
doubt was whether the Government would decide upon 
proposing any and what diminution in the number of the 
bench. This it is prepared to do, though not, in our 
opinion, in the best way. That the judicial business of 
Ireland could be efficiently transacted by fewer judges 
than sixteen may be true; but that a division cannot 
conveniently consist of less than four judges seems ob- 
vious; and we cannot think it wise to propose to reduce 
the strength, instead of the number, of the divisions of 
thenew High Court. Ifthe Bill had proposed to reduce 
the common law divisions to two, it would have effected 
quite as great a reduction in the bench as that now 
proposed, and would have got rid of a complete extra 
staif of officers who are, as the Bill now stands, to be 
retained, and would, moreover, have preserved sufficient 
strength in the divisions to enable them to sit effectively 
in banco (or whatever may be the corresponding term 
under the new rules), which a division consisting of but 
three judges, one of whom is an ex officio judge of 
appeal, cannot be depended upon todo. The inclusion 
of the Landed Estates judge in the Equity Division we 
have always advocated, but we trust that when the Bill 
comes to be seen it will be found that all the judges of 
that division, and not one only, are to be intrusted with 
such parliamertary powers of sale as it may be thought 
desirable to continue. 

The Bill constituting the new Court of Final Appeal 
appears to be a compromise between the plan of Lord 
Selborne’s Act and that which has been on more than 
one occasion advocated in these columns. Instead of a 
numerous court, sitting in fluctuating divisions, as pro- 
vided by the Act of 1873, we are to have a court of eight 
judges, of whom five are to be a quorum. Of these 
eight, two, besides the Lord Chancellor, are to sit ex officio, 





three are to be selected from the ordinary and two 
from the assistant judges of the Court of Appeal. 
It may be taken for granted that the ex officio judges 
will but seldom sit, so that the court will practically 
consist of the Lord Chancellor and the three ordinary 
judges, with the addition of one or both of the selected 
assistants—a court at least as stable as the House of 
Lords has hitherto shown itself, and superior both in 
stability and dignity to the Judicial Committee as at 
present constituted. On the other hand the proposed 
court will not contain any representative of Ireland, 
Scotland, or India, and it is not very probable that more 
than one of these countries will ever be in practice re- 
presented there at the same time. For, of the eight 
members, the three ex officio members will necessarily be 
English judges, and it is extremely improbable that any 
one not an ex-Chancellor will often find himself one of the 
selected assistants. The Irish, Scotch, and Indian judges 
(if any) must therefore be found amongst the three 
ordinary judges only, and it is not likely, nor, having 
regard to the nature and distribution of the appeals, 
would it be reasonable, that more than one of these 
places should at any one time be spared for this purpose. 
As a sort of apparent set-off against this, all the appoint- 
ments to the Court of Appeal are thrown open to the 
Bars -of all three countries indiscriminately, a provision 
which strikes us as being far more specious than bene- 
ficial. We cannot see that it is any advantage that the 
junior divisions of the court of appeal (which are to 
deal with English cases alone) may consist in great part 
of Irish and Scotch judges ; and even if it were, we fail 
to see that this would in any way compensate for the 
practical exclusion of such judges from the First Division 
of the court, by which alone the appeals from those 
countries are to be heard. 

There is, however, a part of the Lord Chancellor's 
statement which we have read with unalloyed pleasure : 
from which we learn that the ill-advised legislation of last 
year, which abolished the further appeal in English 
cases, is to be reversed, and a second appeal allowed, at 
least in many cases. We do not quite understand whe- 
ther, in case of a reversal of the decree of the court of 
first instance, unanimity in the divisional court of appeal 
is to preclude a further appeal, or whether, as we think 
ought to be provided, this result is to follow only in the 
case where all the judges below have been unanimous. 
We hope, after the Bill has been printed and circulated, 
to recur to the subject. 





Mr. Matcotm Kerr’s RATHER PECULIAR “ view” that, 
before obeying an order of ‘a judge of a superior court 
under 19 and 20 Vict. c. 108, s. 26, he ought to be 
satisfied that the judge in making the order had “ exer- 
cised his judicial mind,” has brought him into trouble. 
It will be remembered that in a case which occurred 
last year an order for trial in the Sheriffs’ Court under 
the above-mentioned statute had been obtained from the 
clerk of Bramwell, B., to which that learned Baron's sig- 
nature had been affixed by means of the stamp commonly 
used for that purpose. Mr. Kerr refused to try the case 
on the ground that the matter had not been “ gone into” 
before the judge, and, therefore, that the order made 
by him had not been made “in his discretion” within 
section 26 of the statute. A rule having been obtained 
to compel Mr. Kerr to hear the case, the Court of Ex- 
chequer decided that a new order should be drawn up 
and actually signed by a judge. The same question 
arose on Monday last before the Court of Queen’s Bench, 
with this difference, however, that the summons for the 
order had been actually heard before a master sitting 
for the judge. Thecourt, however, far from evincing the 
meekness of the Exchequer, summarily dismissed Mr. 
Kerr’s pretensions. “There was an order of. the court, 
good on the face of it,” said Blackburn, J., “ and bearing 
a judge’s signature, and no other court but this had 
power to set it aside. The judge of the Sheriff's Court 
had no power to enter into the question at all, 2 more 
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centemptuous usurpation of power on his part could 
hardly be conceived.” All the other judges concurred, 
and the court confirmed the order that the judge of the 
Sheriffs’ Court should hear the case, and, remarking that 
his conduct in refusing to hear it was so decidedly 
wrong that it was almost contumacious, ordered him to 
pay the costs of the application, It may perhaps be 
hoped that Mr. Kerr will now perceive that even the 
exalted position of judge of the Sheriffs’ Court does not 
confer on him the power of making rules of practice for 
the superior courts. é 





Tue Court oF Queen’s Brencu was occupied for a con- 
siderable time on Friday in last week with a case under 
the Extradition Act, 1870, which, being the first of its 
kind, seems to call for a short notice. The Act provides 
that where a police magistrate has committed a fugitive 
criminal to prison to await the warrant of the Secretary 
of State for his surrender, the criminal shall have fifteen 
days in which to apply for a writ of habeas corpus. 
In the case under notice, an application had been 
made by the German authorities for the surrender 
under the new German Extradition Treaty of 
one Klau, a Bavarian subject, upon a _ charge 
of embezzlement. It appears that the crime was com- 
mitted in 1867, that Klau abstonded, and that in 1870 
he was tried for the crime in his absence, and was sen- 
tenced to six years’ imprisonment in contumaciam, and 
that a warrant was then issved to apprehend him, which 
recited that Klau, being liable to indictment, had 
ubsconded, and was to be taken into custody and delivered 
to the court. It was upon this warrant that the applica- 
tion for extradition was made. Sir Thomas Henry, who 
heard the case in the first instance, treated Klau as an 
accused person, took evidence of the charge against him 
for the purpose of seeing whether a prima facie case was 
made out, and, being of opinion that it was, 
committed him to prison to be surrendered, where- 
upon Klau applied for a writ of habeas corpus to 
bring the matter before the Court of Queen’s Bench, 
which overruled all the objections taken on behalf of the 
prisoner, and ordered him to be surrendered. The most 
important of these objections were that the crime, having 
been committed before the date of the Extradition 
Treaty with Germany, was not within the scope of that 
treaty, that Kiau was a Bavarian subject, and that the 
warrant being issued upon a sentence passed in contu- 
maciam, the treaty did not apply, because by that treaty 
it is provided that ‘a requisition for extradition shall 
not be founded upon a sentence passed in contumaciam.” 
This last point, which at first sight looks rather formid- 
able, was got rid of in this Way—it was proved by the 
Crown that according to the German law Klau, if sur- 
rendered, would be entitled to claim to be tried for the 
offence again, before the sentence passed upon him in 
contumaciam could be carried into effeet; and conse- 
quently it was said that he was being surrendered not 
upon the sentence in contumaciam but to be tried on a 
charge of embezzlement, which there was primd facie 
proof of his having committed. 





Tuz supement of the Full Court of Appeal in 
Ex parte Villars was delivered yesterday, and the effect 
of it is to reverse that of Mellish, L.J., in the same case 
(22 W. R. 397). Our readers will remember that the 
re-hearing before the Full Court was, by arrangement, 
substituted for an appeal to the House of Lords, and 
that the decision of Mellish, L.J., was that, under the 
combined effect of sections 6,11, and 87 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1869, the execution creditor of a trader for 
a debt above £50 is liable to be deprived of the proceeds 
of his execution if the debtor becomes bankrupt at any 
time within twelve months from the sale. The founda- 
tion of that decision was, that the seizure and 
sale being, by section 6, made an act of bankruptcy, the 
execution is thereby itself rendered void, and that the 
words of section 87 are not sufficient to make it valid 
as regards the execution creditor himself. The judgment 











of the Lord Chancellor proceeded mainly upon the dif. 
ference between acts of bankruptcy—such as an assign- 
ment of all the property of a debtor or a fraudulent pre. 
ference—which are voluntary acts on the part of thedebtor, 
and the levying of an execution, which is the proceedingof 
the creditor in invitum, according to due process of law. 
His Lordship pointed out that the voluntary acts are 
avoided altogether, while in the case of an execution this 
is not done, but, by section 87, in any event the 
sale remains good qua the purchaser, and the sheriff’s 
charges are to be paid. His Lordship, therefore, came to 
the conclusion that the fourteen days mentioned in sec- 
tion 87 prescribe the limit within which the creditors 
generally may, if they use due diligence, deprive the 


execution creditor of the fruits of his levy. James, L.J., - 


concurred in this judgment., and Mellish, L.J., expressed 
his satisfaction at his original judgment being corrected. 
He said that, sitting alone, he could not, consistently with 
what was said by Martin, B., in Slater v. Pinder (19 
W. R. 778, L. R. 6 Ex. 228), hold that the seizure and 
sale which are made an act of bankruptcy are not thereby 
rendered absolutely void. His Lordship was, however, 
of opinion that a fuller examination of the provisions of 
the Act justified the conclusion that the execution is not 
made absolutely void. 





A VERY IMPORTANT DISCOVERY has been recently made. 
In our article (ante p. 396) upon the Board of 
Trade in relation to railway accidents, we said that the 
Board of Trade was at present the only tribunal which had 
jurisdiction in such matters. ‘‘ Now it appears to us,” 
says the Law Magazine for May (p. 464,)“ after a some- 
what careful reading of the Regulation of Railways Act, 
1873, that there is a tribunal which has some jurisdiction 
as to railway accidents, and that that tribunal is the 
Railway Commission.” The writer then proceeds to 
argue that if a company conducts its traffic in such a 
way as to cause an accident, it is not affording all reason- 
able facilities for delivering traffic, within the meaning of 
the 2nd section of the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 
1854. “Isis,” the writer asks, “a due facility to a 
passenger to deliver himdead ?’ Certainly not. Andif 
it be suggested that this is straining the meaning of the 
term facilities, he “ would submit that just as the greater 
includes the less, so the predication of the less in many 
cases takes for granted the greater” (p. 465). We do 
not quite keep up with the argument, but we hasten to 
congratulate our contemporary upon a depth of insight 
which, “ after a careful reading of the Traffic Act,” has 
discovered that in it which, we believe, has escaped the 
notice of every person interested in the prevention of 
railway accidents for the last twenty years. We hope 
the question will receive every attention from the new 
Royal Commission. 


= 
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THE LICENSING ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 


Mr. Cross has at all events done a wise thing in re- 
pealing section 24 of the Licensing Act of 1872, and 
enacting his fresh provisions in quite new clauses, 
whether those provisions be wise in themselves or not, 
His new causes, however, bring the intricacy of his sub- 
ject into stronger relief than ever; there are two of them, 
instead of one as in the present Act, and they are 
each three times sub-divided into three, making in all 
eighteen little battle grounds for thecommittee, in which, 
as he predicts, ‘‘ one member is to propose one hour, and 
another another,” not to speak of the curious and novel 
proposition to close “on the days preceding Christmas. 
day and Good Friday respectively, as if Christmas-day 
and Good Friday were respectively Sunday.” Half an 
hour longer for London public-houses on five days of the 
week; half anhourlaterforlarge town public-houses on five 
days of the weck; half anhour earlier forlarge town public. 
houseson Saturday night;—is it worth while to go through 
so much in order to accomplish so little? We forbear t 
recapitulate what has been done for “ all premises license 
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for the sale of intoxicating liquors other than public- 
houses;” we will only say that we agree with Mr. 
Melly that. the distinction between two classes of 
houses is invidious, and is, moreover, uncalled for, since 
the passing of the Wine and Beerhouse Act of 1869 
has placed beerhouse and winehouse licenses under the 
control of the magistrates, 

We can say nothing in favour of clause 5, giving 
the justices the power to vary the hours of Sunday 
closing for the purpose of accommodating them to 
public worship. The form of license under the Act 
of. 1828 compelled closing during divine service, but 
that form is now obsolete, and there is no useful pur- 
pose to be served in reviving its provisions; while the 
power of varying is an invidious power to place in the 
hands of justices (so often clerical), and the clause is.so 
drawn that it is either too severe upon a person who 
breaks the varying order without knowing it, or else 
would be hard to enforce at all from the difficulty of prov- 
ing that he knew of the variation or revocation. Six- 
day licenses having proved a success, we see no particular 
objection to an early-closing license, except that it intro- 
duces one more form of license, and there are already 
thirteen. The hospitable publican, the bond fide traveller, 
and the soi disant traveller are all taken care of as well 
as any statute law can take care of them in the earlier 
part of clause 9, but both the mileage and the “ Ordrianee 
map” may well disappear from the latter part of that 
clause. It is an attempt to define that which cannot be 
defined, to say that no man is a traveller unless he has 
travelled three miles from his last night's resting place. 
This is a matter that should be left to the common sense 
of all parties concerned. 

Passing over clauses 10 and 11, as to closing of night 
houses and mitigation of penalties, as not being likely to 
meet with much dpposition, we reach a clause which will 
probably meet with a great deal, as it goes to the prin- 
ciple of the Act of 1872 in the matter of recording con- 
victions. If this were 1872 or 1882 we should not have 
a word to say against it, but as it is only 1874 we think 
that what are called the “ self-acting ”’ clauses should be 
left alone. It will be remembered that they were ori- 
ginally very severe, but were much mitigated during 
their passage through Parliament, what may be called 
“absolutely recordable” convictions having dwindled 
down from nine to fourin number. Of clause 13, re- 
specting entry by constables, we would only remark that 
the entry by constables without reason assigned dates 
from an Act of 1834 with respect to beerhouses, and we 
see no sufficient reason for the alteration of a law once 
made applying that provision to public-houses also. 

The provisional license of clause 19 springs from a 
spirit of fairness, but we think it will cause much trouble. 
Clause 20, reducing the number of justices’ licenses, is 
excellent, and the grocers are neatly, and we think pro- 
perly, dealt with by clause 21, which provides that “a 
license to sell any intoxicating liquors for consumption 
only off the premises shall not require confirmation by 
any authority.” It is also fair enough to require, by 
clause 23, that'a notice of an intention to oppose a re- 
newal should state generally the grounds of opposition. 
The repealing clause is of unusual importance, and we 
earnestly hope that the adulteration clauses of the pre- 
sent Act may remain undisturbed. Special provisions of 
the kind are by no means new. Since 56 Geo. 3, c. 58, at 
all events, the adulteration of beer with vitriol or grains 
of paradise has been heavily punishable. To be logical 
Mr, Cross should repeal that Act also,.as well as the 
peculiar provisions of the Beer Acts of 1830 and 1834, 
which we believe to have the effect of ipso facto for- 
feiting a beer license for merely fraudulent dilution. 








It is stated that the Government is considering the pro-- 
priety of introducing a measure on the subject’ of compensa. 
tion to tenants for unexhausted improvements, but it' 
will not be dealt with till next year. 








THE NEW IRISH LAND BILL. 


Mr. A. M. Sullivan, M.P. for Louth, has obtained leave 
to bring in a Bill for the purposeof creating a “ Parliamen- 
tary tenant-right” inIreland. The failure of the Act of 
1870 to give satisfaction to any party in Ireland is ad- 
mitted on all hands, though very different reasons for this 
failure are assigned, according to the different aspects in 
which the question is looked at. On one hand we are 


told that the measure is inefficient, because landowners * 


have still the power of arbitrary eviction, though they 
are liable to have to pay for it; and we are assured that 
nothing will be satisfactory which does not assure to 
every tenant an indefeasible right to retain possession of 
his land so long as he punctually pays a fair rent for it: 
on the other it is said that the rights given to the tenants 
by that Act vary directly as the advantages given them 
by their landlords; so that the better a landowner has 
acted towards his tenantry, and the longer he has ab- 
stained from enforcing his legal rights, the heavier will 
be the penalty he will have to pay for any assertion of 
his Ownership in the only way in which, as the law now 
stands, he can assert it at all—viz., by service of notice 
to quit. A third objection, and one which seems to us 
entitled to not less force than either of the others, is 
that the rights given by the Act are so vague and unde- 
fined that a law suit is in every case necessary for their 
determination; and thus an amount of bad blood is 
engendered, and a spirit of litigation fostered, which is 
prejudicial to the best interests of society; and the evils 
which the Act was professedly passed to allay are aggra- 
vated and intensified. 

And this is not to be wondered at if only we recollect 
that this measure was avcwedly introduced, not to do 
justice, but to act as a sop; not to give the tenant that 
to which he was, or considered himself, entitled—con- 
tinued possession of his land at a fair rent—but some- 
thing else, to which he was not, and never claimed to 
be, entitled, and which he did not in the least waut—the 
right to fine his landlord for the exercise of any act of 
ownership, however unobjectionable. An Act thus 
conceived could not possibly work satisfactorily to any- 
one, least of all to those who were supposed to be the 
objects of its fondest care—the tenantry of Ulster. 
The practical effect of the Act to them, or most of them, 
has been that privileges of various kinds to which they 
were accustomed, and which were frequently of great 
value to them, have necessarily been lost ; sometimes for 
fear of their hereafter tending to swell the amount of 
the land claims, sometimes because they involved action 
on the part of the landlord, of which he no longer chose 
to incur the responsibility. On one estate, where the 
demesne runs for a considerable distance along the sea 
shore, the hill tenants have been prevented from cross- 
ing the park to draw wreck for manure, for fear that 
this privilege, which certainly added to the comfort of 
their holdings, should figure in the Chairman’s valua- 
tionof someland-claim ; on others where successive agents 
have, almost from time immemorial, acted as voluntary 
arbitrators in all cases of disputed boundaries or succes- 
sion, and all quarrels arising out of contested rights, 
with great benefit to the pockets of the tenantry and 
the peace of the neighbourhood, they have now abso- 
lutely refused‘ to interfere ; and thus virtually forced the 
disputants to decide the questions, often very paltry, by 
legal proceedings, because they have no longer left any 
non-litigious means of enforcing obedience to their 
awards: Formerly a tenant who had offered to “leave 
it’ to the agent’”’ would have been summarily evicted 
if he afterwards refused to comply with the award; 
and thus nothing beyond his consent in the 
first’ instance’ was needed or required, and the bene- 
fit to the property from the peace and harmony thus 
prodtieed! was) sufficient consideration to induce the agent 
tov-undertake the extra trouble: but no such inducement 
is\Jeft: where the probable or possible result of his inter- 
position: would: be merely to expose his employer to a 
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series of undefined claims of utterly uncertain amount. 
He therefore remains simply passive, to the great injury 
of his employer's estate, and the greater injury of the 
tenants themselves. 

The evils of which we have been speaking were in- 
herent in the scheme of the Act, which provides 
nothing for the tenant’s protection from eviction, ex- 
cept a remedy in damages, and intentionally leaves the 
amount of those damages undiscoverable a priors by any 
process whatever. But a very great aggravation of these 
evils arises from the machinery provided. The land- 
claims are heard before the county Chairmen (answering 
to county court judges in England), thirty-three in 
number, with an appeal to the judge who takes the civil 
business of the county at the then next assizes. As 
except by the introduction of a scale of maximum charges 
for disturbance, to which we shall have to recur hereafter, 
these tribunals have been intentionally left without any 
rule to guide their awards; they being at liberty, subject 
only to this limit, to fix in every case such sum as under 
all the circumstances they may consider equitable; 
there are, as might have been anticipated, very varying 
standards of right prevailing in different counties. We 
ourselves have heard on good authority of a case of a 
farm lying partly in each of two counties, where upon 
the same eviction one chairman dismissed the land-claim 
with costs, and the other awarded the maximum penalty ; 
and, what is more noteworthy, both decisions were 
affirmed on appeal. As the counties were consecutive 
counties on the same circuit the appeals were heard by 
different judges. 

Any measure, then, which may be introduced to amend 
the Act of 1870 must be applied to the removal or 
palliation of these defects—that is to say, must aim at 
giving the tenant not merely a right to bring an action 
if he is disturbed for any cause (an action, moreover, the 
result of which can seldom be foretold with any reason- 
able certainty) but a defined and foreknown interest in 
his possession ; and at securing the landlord in his right 
to deal with his property upon known and intelligible 
principles, instead of hanging over him the threat of a 
penalty so much the more odious because incapable of 
definition. If to this can be added some principle of 
self-adjustment, by which the conflicting interests of 
landlord and tenant can be mutually controlled without 
perpetual litigation, an inestimable boon will be conferred 
on the whole agricultural population of Ireland. The 
principle of Mr. Sullivan’s Bill seems to us well calcu- 
lated to effect these objects, and, though we are com- 
pelled to differ from it in some very important points of 
detail, these are merely questions of figures, and would 
be perfectly susceptible of equitable adjustment if once 
the principle upon which the scheme is founded were 
recognised and accepted, That principle is, no doubt, 
novel in our jurisprudence, but it is not unknown in 
other countries, and is certainly not opposed to any rule 
of natural justice or common sense. It may be shortly 
stated thus—In the absence of express contract to the 
contrary the interest of the occupier (whether for im- 
provement, occupation, or otherwise) shall be treated as in- 

. vested in the soil in such manner that its money value 
shall rise and fall with, and in proportion to, the value of 
the freehold. Further, to avoid the necessity of constant 
litigation as to value, all fluctuations of this value shall be 
determined by the parties themselves on a principle 
strictly analogous to the children’s division of a cake— 
“TI cut and you choose;” so that the landlord shall 
not be able to claim an increase of value (advance of 
rent) without submitting to pay a corresponding in- 
crease of tenant right, nor the tenant to demand a re- 
duction of rent without a similar reduction of his claim. 
A glance at the provisions of the Bill will render this 
clearer. 


By the lst and 2nd sections it is provided that the 
court may declare the tenant entitled to tenant-right 
worth —— years’ value of his holding (the amount to 
be determined either by agreement or in the method 





pointed out by the Act, with which we are not now 
concerned), and shall in such case give him a certificate, 
by which his interest and that of the landlord shall be 
defined. The succeeding sections down to and including 
the 7th are matters of machinery, which do not at pre- 
sent call for notice; and then, by the 8th, it is provided 
that the tenant shall not be subject to eviction except 
for non-payment of rent, or for one of certain other 
specified grounds of complaint. It then provides—and 
this is the self-adjusting machinery which forms, to our 
view, the chief merit of the Bill—that if the landlord 
desire to increase his rent he may do so by notice in 
writing, and that thereupon it shall be at the tenant’s 
option either to pay the increased rent or to require the 
landlord to buy him out at the certified number of years’ 
purchase of the increased rent demanded ; so that the 
landlord cannot attempt to raise his rent without 
running the risk of having to buy out the tenant at a 
corresponding enhanced rate. Similarly, if the tenant 
desire a reduction of rent, he can obtain it by notice, 
the landlord having in that case the option of buying 
him out at the certified number of years’ purchase of 
the reduced rent offered; so that if the tenant put the 
rent too low he suffers for it in loss of claim. The 
amount of tenant-right thus determined is to be re- 
coverable like any other liquidated demand; and, in 
case of non-payment, to be a charge upon the property 
in the hands of the landlord. The other clauses of the 
Bill deal only with matters of detail, with which we need 
not trouble ourselves at present further than to say that 
they seem to us to require very eonsiderable modifica- 
tion. 

It will be seen from this that, except in case of certain 
specified delinquencies, a tenant who duly pays his rent 
is absolutely secure from eviction, while on the other 
hand there is no limit to the extent to which the land- 
lord may raise the rent. If, then, a landlord wishes to 
resume possession of any farm, he has only to put the 
rent too high, and thus force the tenant to exercise his 
option of going out, receiving his tenant-right at the 
enhanced rate. If the landlord really wants the land 
for personal occupation this will not be too high a price 
to pay for the accommodation, while on the other hand it 
will be quite sufficient to secure the tenant from vindic- 
tive or capricious eviction. We do not believe that 
such evictions take place often, even as the law now 
stands, but their possibility will thus be completely ob- 
viated. The value of the tenant-right being fixed while 
the parties are friendly, and there is no idea of eviction, 
all the heartburning and dissension, which are the direct 
and necessary result of the proceedings under the pre- 
sent Act, will be avoided. It may fairly ‘be anticipated 
that the amount of tenant-right will in most cases be 
settled in the first instance by arrangement, and that, 
even when the Chairman has to be appealed to, the pro- 
ceeding will be rather a friendly arbitration than a 
hostile suit. Once fixed the matter is settled for ever; 
the tenant-right thus arrived at will rise and fallin the 
manner already described, but will not be subject to any 
other fluctuation, except in the case of permanent im- 
provements by the tenant of a nature to give him a 
further right against the landlord. 








Mr. James Harebooth Gresham, the newly-elected chief 
clerk to the Lord Mayor, took his seat for the first time in 
the Justice-room of the Mansion-house on Tuesday. The 
Lord Mayor, on entering the court, said he could not 
commence the business of the day without offering Mr. 
Gresham a kindly welcome. He had come there with 
testimonials and a high reputation, both for character and 
ability, and also for legal experience. He had no doubt Mr. 
Gresham would make himself conspicuous for the satisfacto 
discharge of the duties. Mr. Gresham thanked the Loi 
Mayor for his kind congratulations. He hoped he should 

rove no unworthy successor of those who had gone before 
im in the important office to which he had been ap- 
pointed, 























May 9,1874. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


505 








, PENDING LEGISLATION. 


Marziep Women’s Property. 

By section 12 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1870,.a husband married after the passing of that Act is 
relieved, at law at all events, from liability for the debts 
of his wife contracted before her marriage. The result 
is that a woman who has incurred debts may practically 
deprive her creditors of all chance of obtaining repay- 
ment, by marrying without reserving any separate 
property. The object of the present Bill is to remedy this 
absurd piece of legislation. Clause 1 proposes to repeal 
so much of the former Act as enacts that a husband shall 
not be liable to the debts of his wife contracted before 
marriage, and to make a husband, married after the 
Act has come into operation, liable for the debts of his 
wife to the extent of any property to which he shall 
have become entitled in right of her. Clause 2 provides 
that where in an action brought against a husband to re- 
cover any debt contracted by his wife before marriage he 
pleads that he has not received any property in right of 
his wife, or that, having received such property, he has 
paid antenuptial debts of his wife to an equal or greater 
amount than its value, the court may direct an in- 
quiry to ascertain the facts and make an order for pay- 
ment of the debt, or any part, or of costs. In all cases 
where the husband does not plead either of the above 
pleas he is to be taken to admit that he has received 
sufficient assets to pay the debt. 








SPECIAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Computsory Recistration—Cui Bono ? 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir, —The letter of Mr. H. Tyrwhitt Frend, which you 
printed last week, states with precision and in detail the 
views of those who think that registration of title is not 
the true mode of simplifying and cheapening the transfer 
ofland. His letter has the further merit of not being 
confined to the statement of objections to registration, but 
of stating an alternative scheme— viz., the establishment 
of a system of certifying titles without registration, so as 
to obtain a clean slate, and a fresh starting point from 
time to time whenever it is worth while to do so. 

Mr. Frend’s letter suggests the following considera- 
tions :—1. We are all agreed that there ought to be some 
means of avoiding the cost and delay of the re-investiga- 
tion of the title on every change of ownership, and that 
there is no means of doing this so efficacious as a 
judicial or quasi-judicial certificate of ownership, which 
shall bar all adverse claims. 

2. When a new starting point is once gained it is de- 
sirable that the benefit of it should be preserved by the 
severance of all partial and merely equitable interests 
from ‘he power of disposition, so as to allow of the entire 
interest in property being transferred irrespective of these 
partial or equitable interests. 

It is on the second point that the practical difficulties 
and differences begin. As I understand Mr. Frend, and 
those who think with him, they are all desirous that 
every landowner who wishes it should be able to have 
his title investigated and certified; and whether this is 
done under an Act similar to Lord Westbury’s, or to 
Lord Cranworth’s Declaration of Title Act, 1862, is not a 
matter of substance. What is substantial in the matter 
is whether, for the purpose of promoting simplicity of 
transfer after the title ts certified, all subsequent dealings 
with the legal title must be registered. My. Frend is very 
clear that the increase of costs caused by registration on 
all such dealings would be very considerable, and he 
confirms what I suggested in my letter last week, that 
in the majority of cases registration must necessitate a 
severance between the legal and beneficial interest, the 
former being dealt with on the register,and the latter 
transferred by unregistered documents as at present. 








The cost of registration will not, therefore, be substituted 
for, but will be added to,.the present system, and I ven- 
tured to say that in the smaller transactions these costs 
would be greatly increased by such a process. In order 
to obtain some accurate data as to these smaller transac- 
tions, the Birmingham Law Society have cbtained a re- 
turn from their members of the number of sales, and 
mortgages, and leases effected during the year 1873, 
classified as to the amount of purchase and mortgage 
moneys. The result is that, of a total of 5,000 purchase 
and mortgage deeds, 1,200 were for amounts not exceed- 
ing £200; 1,500 between £200 and £500; 1,240 be- 
tween £500 and £1,000; and 1,060 only exceeding 
£1,000. In other words, the transactions under a 
£1,000 were nearly four times as numerous as those 
above that amount. 

Mr. Frend says in a very emphatic manner that to re-o 
quire every one of this multitude of small transactions t, 
be registered is not a necessary adjunct even to a syste 
of investigating and certifying titles, and that, in fact, it 
is humbug. I simply s#y, let us wait and see how it 
works, and do not place this additional burden o® 
all transactions whatever, until experience has prov 
that the security and simplicity of transfer by means of a 
register will justify your doing so. 

On the question of keeping your title clear after you 
have once got it certified, registration has an apparent 
advantage over Mr. Frend’s scheme. It looks better to 
be able to say “ By our plan you have an infallible record 
of the legal title, and are secure from every claim you 
do not find registered there,” than to say “Get your 
title certified, and then go on again as long as you like 
in the old way until you want a: clean slate, and then 
come again.” It is well worth consideration whether 
with a very little aid from the Legislature (two clauses 
in Lord Cairns’ Vendors’ and Purchasers’ Bill would do 
it) any title might not be kept as clear for the purpose 
of sale or mortgage as if it were registered. A plan of 
doing this was suggested in a pamphlet published by 
Mr. H. W. B. Mackay. of Lincoln’s Inn,* and, as I re- 
collect, it was that the legal estate should be incapable 
of being granted except by a formal instrument, and 
that every such formal instrument should recite the pre- 
ceding one conveying the same legal estate, and such 
preceding instrument should have a memorandum en- 
dorsed upon it of the succeeding one. Every such deed 
would, therefore, on the face of it, be connected with its 
predecessor and successor. The Legislature should 
sanction this by providing that all dealings with the 
legal estate not in this chain of documents should be 
inoperative without notice against a purchaser (using 
the term in its widest equitable sense), and that the 
estate which such purchaser might acquire under such a 
title should protect him against all incumbrances of 
which he had no notice. By this means a title once 
certified might be kept as free for the purpose of transfer 
as on a register, and in the course of twenty years a title 
would become practically absolute, whether certified or 
not. 

What I want to see done is to establish an easier 
system of certifying titles for those who desire it—to 
establish, if you like, a register for those who prefer it. 
Concurrently with this to give facilities for some such 
plan of automatic registration as Mr. Mackay’s. Set 
both systems at work for say five years and see which 
proves to be the simplest and cheapest. 

For myself and my brethren in the provinces I 
emphatically disclaim hostility to any improvement of 
real property law, whether it take the form of registra- 
tion of title or not.' We have a very great interest in 
the success of any such plan. If it fails our clients will 
not blame the Land Transfer Commission or the Law 
Lords—the majority of them know nothing about either. 
They will vent their disappointment and disapprobation 





* An Apology for the Present System of Conveyancing. 
Longman. 1870. 
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upon_us, and I venture to prophecy we shall have to 
endure a great deal of it if registration is made compul- 
sory, for which the only argument from experience is 
that landowners do not seem to be anxious for it. 
Birmingham, May 6. G. J. Jounson. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
Soxrcrror’s Lien on Reax Estate or Inranr. 


Pritchard v. Roberts, V.C.H., 22 W. RB. 259, L. R.17 
Eq. 222. 


The Solicitors Act of 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 127, s. 
28), in every case in which a solicitor is “employed ” to 
prosecute or defend a suit or other proceeding, empowers 
the court to give the solicitor a lien for costs upon 
the property recovered or preserved. The Court of 
Chancery has on the whole shown a disposition to con- 
strue this enactment liberally in favour of solicitors, and 
although in Bonser v. Bradshaw (9 W. R. 229, 10 
'W. R. 481) it was considered that the Act did not 
apply to the case of an infant suitor, yet it seems 
clear that if the infant adopts the suit when 
he comes of age, the solicitor may obtain a 
declaration of lien under the Act (Baile v. Baile, 20 
W. R. 534, L. R. 13 Eq. 497). In Bonser v. Bradshaw, 
after the court had intimated an opinion to the effect 
above-mentioned, the solicitor seems to have preferred 
waiting till the infant came of age, and he then obtained 
his lien (Bonser v. Bradshaw, 4 Giff. 260). And in 
Baile v. Baile (20 W. R. 534, L. R. 13 Hg. 497) the 
same thing happened, although the late infant appeared 
and opposed the application. Indeed, the judgment 
of Wickens, V.C., in this case throws some doubt 
upon the opinion expressed by Turner, L.J., in 
Bonser v. Bradshaw (10 W. R. 482), that the word 
“employed” is inapplicable to a solicitor acting on be- 
half of an infant. In Pritchard v. Roberts, however, the 
difficulty was successfully evaded by the solicitor filing a 
bill against the infant and thus obtaining a lien under the 
general jurisdiction of the Court. It is worth noticing 
that the declaration of lien covered the costs of proceed- 
ings under the Declarationsof Titles Act, as well as those 
of a partition suit. But the circumstances were such as 
to show beyond question that all the steps taken were 
for the infant’s benefit. 





COMMON LAW. 
Carriern—Fetony or SeRVANT—PAcKAGE. 


Vaughton v. London and North Western Railway Com- 
pany, Ex. 22 W. R. 336. 
Waite v. Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company, 
Ex. 22 W. R. 374, L. R. 9 Ex. 67. 


The first of these decisions qualifies in a very reason- 
able way the extreme language used by Willes, J., in 
Great Western Railway Company v. Rimell (18 ©. B. 
575), and Metcalfe v. London, Brighton, and South 
Coast Railway Company (6 W. R. 498, 4 C0. B. N.S. 
307). It cannot certainly be said, consistently with this 
case, that in order to make out a primd facie case to 
deprive a carrier of the protection of the Carriers Act 
(under section 8) on the ground of a felony by his ser- 
vants, “‘ there must be some one fact which is wholly in- 
consistent with a contrary theory.” It may be questioned 
whether there could be a case in which there was no fact 
inconsistent with a contrary theory (that is, with a 
theory that there was no felonious act of the carrier's 
servants), except a case in which there was conclusive 
evidence against some particular servant of the carrier. 
To say, therefore, that such evidence is necessary would 
amount to saying that the carrier could never come 
within this exception, unless not only a prima facie case, 
but a complete case were proved against one of his ser- 
vants. It is impossible to reconcile the present decision 





with that view. But it is also impossible to reconcile 
with the opinion at least of the Chief Baron, and of 
Pigott, B., the view that it is necessary to make even a 
prima facie case against any one in particular of the 
carrier's servants. The reasoning of the learned Chief 
Baron is extremely cogent to show the unrvasonableness 
of such a construction, for, as he points out, the evi- 
dence might clearly show that the goods were stolen 
from a place to which two or more of the carrier's ser- 
vants, and no one else, had access, and yet from the fact 
that two or three had access to it it might be impossible 
to make a prima facie case against any one of them. 
The rule established by the present case jis, that it is 
enough to deprive the carrier of the protection of the 
Act, if the facts show a felony by some one, and are more - 
consistent with its having been the act of a servant of 
the carrier than the act of anyone else. This view, 
which agrees with that of the court in Keys v. Belfast 
Railway Company (8 Ir. C. L. 167), seems more reason- 
able than the stringent rule laid down by the Court of 
Common Pleas in the cases cited. 

The case of Waite v. Lancashire and Yorkshire Raitl- 
way Company applies to a phrase in the same Act, which 
has not hitherto been made the subject of decision. 
What is a “parcel or package” within the meaning of 
section 1? Without giving a definition of these words, 
which would be dangerous, the effect of the decision is 
in substance that they include anything in which goods 
are packed; and, in the present case, they were held to 
inclnde a waggon in which pictures were placed in a 
frame so as to ride securely, and which was itself carried 
on a railway truck, although the packing was such as to 
allow of its being seen that pictures were being carried. 
The question, of course, still remains, what amounts to 
“packing” ? Some indication of this may be found in 
the judgment of Bramwell, B., who lays stress upon the 
fact that, though it could be seen there were pictures, it 
could not be seen what was their “ nature.” Perhaps it 
might be suggested that wherever the things are so put 
together as not to give the carrier a distinct and separate 
custody of each article, they would be properly said to 
be packed. In other words, the test might be, is the 
carrier entitled to take them separately and place them 
where he chooses, or is he bound to continue them in that 
arrangement and collocation in which he receives them ? 
This would correspond to the use of the term “pack” in 
the well-known cases of “ packed parcels,” which might 
have been appropriately referred to, but which seem not 
to have been noticed in the argument. 





—— 





REVIEWS. 


EQUITY IN THE COUNTY COURT. 
Equity in the County Court. Second Edition, By 
H. F. Giszons, LL.B., and Naruaniet Naruan, B.A, 
Barristers-at-law. Horace Cox. 


We spoke favourably of this work when it first ap- 
peared under the names of Messrs. Gibbons and Harvey. 
Since then it is stated to have been in great part 
re-written, and the present edition presents a useful out- 
line of the doctrines of equity likely to be discussed in 
the county courts. The reader must not expect to find 
in the book careful or complete discussion, or, in many 
places, indeed, any attempt to state in a short compass 
the result of a long string of cases. In this and other 
respects we notice some inequality of execution in 
different parts of the book, but we may instance 
the chapter on Trusts as a good specimen of the 
author’s work. The citation of cases occasionally strikes 
us as @ little eccentric, and is not always regulated by 
any very obvious principle. But the book will never- 
theless be found of service as treating, in a compact 
form, of all the branches of county court jurisdiction 
other than those of Common Law, Admiralty, and Bank- 
ruptey. It also contains the county court rules in 
Equity, certain statutes, the table of costs, and schedules 
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of fees. As regards one of the statutes referred to— 
the Attorneys and Solicitors Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 
28)—the authors say, “ In practice this Act is entirely 
obsolete, and, as far as is known, has never been acted 
upon; and, indeed, seeing that it is in every respect 
most disadvantageous to solicitors, and section 4 imposes, 
as 4 condition precedent to the enforcement of any agree- 
ment, the taxation by the proper officer of such agree~ 
ment, and affords no corresponding advantage whatever 
to the solicitor, it is not to be wondered at that solicitors 
have uniformly declined to avail themselves of its pro- 
visions, more especially as by section 10 the agreements 
in question may be re-opened even after payment of the 
amount payable thereunder.” 





NOTES. 


HOME, 

On Monday the Chief Judge in Bankruptcy, in Ex parte 
Williams, decided that rule 273 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 
1870, which provides that, “ where any creditor shall desire 
to retire from any meeting, and not to be considered as 
present, he may withdraw his proof, without prejudice to 
his again proving his debt on any subsequent occasion,” 
enables a creditor who has proved a debt at the first meeting 
under a liquidation petition, at which a composition is re- 
solved upon, to withdraw the proof atthe second meeting, 
and to abstain from voting. In Ev parte Williams a creditor 
had thus acted, and he afterwards applied to the county 
court to have his proof taken off the file. His reason for 
doing this was that he had in error made the proof in such a 
form as to prejudice a security which he had fur the debt. 
The registrar of the county court refused the application, 
but the Chief Judge was of opinion that rule 273 governed 
the case, and ordered the proof to be taken off the file, but 
directed the applicant to pay the costs both of the original 
hearing and of the appeal. 

We learn that the opinion of counsel on the claim of 
Doncaster to Parliamentary representation is unfavourable. 
Counsel advises, if a correspondent of a provincial con- 
temporary is to be trusted, “that the arguments against 
' the restoration are so strong as to destroy all reasonable 
probability of success on the part of the applicants were 
they to petition the House of Commons to order the issue 
of the writ. As the Crown no longer exercises the right 
to create or restore boroughs, so, it is said, the counter- 
acting power of the Commons should also be treated as a 
thing of the past. Another argument is that 
there are forty-five places in the same position as Don- 
easter, having once sent members to Parliament and being 
now without representation, and that, as most of them are 
‘places of utter insignificance,’ their restoration would 
upset the policy of the modern Reform Acts, The ‘tacit 
understanding’ that English members shall not have 
more than a certain though not very definite majority over 
the Scotch and Irish members, and the assumption that in 


1832 and 1867 the whole scheme of representation was | 


before Parliament, are further arguments against the 
success of the people of Doncaster.” We gather, how- 
ever, that Doncaster is still quite undaunted, and is re- 
solved “ not to allow the question to drop.” Why should 
not Doncaster have a little Reform Act all to itself? 





In a case of In ve Marquess on Tuesday last Mr. Com- 


missioner Lawson, in delivering the judgment of the Irish, | 


Court of Chancery Appeal, took occasion to say, with re- 
ference to a judgment of the House of Lords, which had 


been followed by the court below, that ‘he always felt | 


secure in having such a support to rest his judgment upon, 
and he hoped the time would never come when the judges 
would be deprived of such aid.’’ 





A rather lamentable instance of ignorance of his duties 
on the part of asheriff came before the Irish Court of 
Common Pleas on Tuesday. It appears that Sir George 
O’Donel and two other candidates, having been duly 
nominated for County Mayo in February last, a notice wag 
served on the sheriff on the nomination day by the agen;, 


of the other candidates, objecting to the nomination of 8 r 
George O’ Donel, on the ground that he had not, on or befure 
the day of nomination, appointed by writing an agent for 
election expenses. The High Sheriff thereupon denied Sir 
George a poll on this ground: At twenty-five minutes 
past two on the nomination day, Sir George gave notice to 
the sheriff of the appointment by him of an expense 
agent, but this was objected to by counsel and attorney on 
behalf of the other candidates, Mr. Browne and Mr. 
Tighe, who contended that the day of nomination had 
expired at one o'clock in the afternoon, and the High 
Sheriff, adopting this view of the case, rejected the appoint- 
ment, and declared that there being no other candidates 
in the field, Mr. Browne and Mr. Tighe were duly elected. 
On a special case submitting to the court the questions— 
firstly, whether the petitioner was entitled to a poll, and 
secondly, if so, whether the election and return were null 
and void, the judges, without calling upon the counsel for 
Sir George O’Donel, declared the election null and void. 
“The Act of Parliament,” said Monahan, C.J., ‘‘ made it 
the duty of the candidate to appoint an expense agent on 
the day of nomination, but it did not render the election 
void if the agent were not so appointed. The appointment 
or non-appointment of an agent had nothing to do with the 
holding of the election.” Morris, J., opined that such a 
thing as this could scarcely have occurred in any otber 
part of Ireland, and Keogh, J., went farther, and expressed 
an opinion that there was no other part of the British 
dominions in which such a thing could have been done. 
This was pleasant for the sheriff, but he got off better than 
might have been expected ; for, as it appeared that it was 
the agents of the unseated members who insisted on his 
adopting the course he did adop, the unseated members 
were saddled with the costs of th te petition. 

An order has been issned authorising the closing of the 
County Court Offices on the two next Bank Holidays— 
viz., the 25th inst., and the 3rd of August next. , It is also 
announced that the Master of the Rolls will sit at the 
Rolls House on Friday, the 15th inst., at twelve o'clock. 





FOREIGN. 
FRANCE. 


The Gazette des Tribunauzx of April 29th contains a tri- 
bate to the memory of M. Paillard de Villeneuve, advo- 
cate, who, if not the founder of that journal, hasfor nearly 
forty vears been its leading spirit, and, according to our con- 
temporary, has well deserved the epithet of creator of the 
legal press in France. The notice is eloquent and touching, 
but, shall we say, just a little Frenchy. ‘‘ He was the safest, 
the most amiable, the most kindly of editors. . He 
had a thoroughly good heart. It is true that he didn’t 
love everybody, bat he was devoted in his attachment to 
those he did love. He considered and treated his cone 
tributors as his children. How many men holding high 
office on the bench or at the bar, has he not started or 
helped on their career?’’ M. Paillard de Villeneuve was 
not only eminent as a journalist but he held a con- 
siderable place at the Parisian bar, where ke had a well- 
deserved reputation as a lawyer. He was many times 
| chosen a member of the Cowncil de 1’ Ordre des Avocats. 


| 








Unrrep States. 

A rather curious case of Fairbanks v. Kerr, 10 Am. Rep. 
664, is referred to by the Albany Lave Journal. It appears 
that Mr. Fairbanks, feeling inspired to make a political 
speech, and not finding any eligible stump, mounted a pile 
of flag-stones belonging to the plaintiff, and proceeded with 
his address. A crowd assembled, and in their eagerness 
| to mount upon the speaker’s platform, some of them stand- 


' ing upon several of the projecting stones broke them. The 
| court held that the act of making a speech in a public 
street, although not a nuisance per se, may become a 
nuisance by obstructing the public highway, and that in 
this case the question whether the defendant’s act was the 
proximate cause of the injury was for the jury. 





| The Atheneum states that the diary of Mr. Chase, late 
Chief Justice of the United States, is to be published in 
America immediately. 
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COURTS. 


QUEEN’S BENCH. 

May 4.—Ez parte H. W. Tie ichard, an articled clerk. 
Articled clerk—Cancellation of articles—Service under fresh 
ar. t-les. 

A clerk was articled to his father, who was a solicitor, in 
October, 1856, and served two y-ars and eighteen days. Then, 
beng advised, in consequence of ill-health, to seek a more 
active occupation, his father procured for hima commission in 
the army. In May, 1870, he sold cut of the army. In 
February, 1871, he entered into fresh articles with his father, 
and served under them up to the present time. 

On an application that he might be allowed to count the two 
years and eighteen days’ service under the old articles, on the 
ground that there had been a cancellation of the old articles by 
mutual consent, 

Held, that, undev the circumstances, he might do so. 


H. W. Trenchard was articled to his father, an attorney, 
on the 22nd October, 1856. He served for two years and 
eighteen days from the 22nd October, 1856, to 9th 
November, 1858, and then became out of health and un- 
able to follow his intended profession. He was placed 
under the care of several medical men, who urged his 
seeking some other occupation which would lead him into 
more active life. Accordingly, with the approval of the 
medical advisers, his father obtained a commission for 
him in the army on the 3rd day of Jane, 1859. 

In January, 1870, his health being re-established, the son 
sold out of the army. In May, 1870, he passed the pre- 
liminary examination, at once returned to his father’s 
office, and‘has served there ever since. On the 8th Feb- 
ruary, 1871, he entered into fresh articles for five years, 
the delay between May, 1870, and February, 1871, being 
caused by a dispute about the stamp. In April, 1873, he 
passed the intermediate examination. 


Lopes, Q.C., now moved that Mr. Trenchard be allowed 
to count the two years and eighteen days which he had 
served under his old articles. This depends on 6 & 7 Vict. 
ce. 73, ss. 3 and 13*. It is snbmitted that here the 
original articles were cancelled by mutual consent of the 
parties. The clerk is, therefore, entitled to count the time 
served under them by section 13 [Biacknurn, J.—Could 
the clerk, during the five years, have insisted on returning 
and going on with his service?] It is submitted that he 
could not. He cited Ex parte Smith,1 El. & El. 928, and 
Ex parte Reddle, 4B. & S. 993. There was no idea of the 
clerk’s returning. His contract to serve her Majesty was 
inconsistent with his doing so. That shows that the 
articles were intended to be cancelled. Suppose an action 
by the clerk during the five years on the covenant to teach, 
this evidence would have supported a plea of rescission. 
[Cocxsurn, C.J.—If a war bad broken out he could not 





* The 6 &7 Vict. c. 73 provides, section 3—* That except as 
hereinafter- mentioned no person shall, from and after the pass- 
ing of this Act, be capable of being admitted and enrulled as an 
attorney or solicitor, unless such person shall have been bound 
by contraet,in writing to serve as clerk for and during the term 
of five years to 4 practising attorney or sulicitor in England or 
Wales. and shall have duty served under such contract for and 
during the said term of five years, and also, unless such person 
shall. afterjthe expiration of the said term of five years, have been 
examivsed and sworn in the manner bereivafter directed.” 

Section 13—“ That if any attorney or solicitor to or with 
whou any such person shall be so bound shall bappen to die 
before the expiration of the term for which such person shall 
be so bound, or shall discontinue or leave off practice as an 
attorney or solicitor, or if such contract shall, by mutual consent 
of the parties, be cancelled, or in case such clerk shall be legally 
discharged before the expiration of such term by any rule or 
order of the Court wherein such attorney or solicitor shall have 
been admitted, such clerk shall, and may, in any of the said cases, 
be bound by another contract or other contracts in writing to 
serve a# clerk to any other practising attorney or solicitor, or 
attorneys or solicitors, during the residue of the said term, 
and service under such second or other contract, in manner 
hereinbefure-mentioned, shall be deemed and taken to be good 
and effectual, provided thatan affidavit be duly made and filed 
of the execution of such second or other contract or contracts 
within the time, and in the manner hereinbefore directed, and 
subject to the like regulations with reapect to the original eon- 
tract, and affidavit ofthe execution thereof.” “7 
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have sold his commission. His new profession was incon- 
sistent with the existence of the articles uneancelled.] 

Cocxsurn, C.J.—1 think we are justified in granting this 
application, on the ground of a cancellation of the articles, 
We may,I think, presume an intention to cancel them, 
from the fact of the father allowing the son to enter into 
the service of her Majesty. He must have known that he 
could not have recalled the son. The son could not have 
got rid of his commission at any moment he pleased. The 
father must have been aware that he was consenting to 
his son entering into a new relation, from which he could 
not, at his pleasure, emancipate himself. That, I think, 
must be taken to be sufficient evidence of an intention to 
cancel the agreement. We are justified in putting a liberal 
construction on this Act, and these contracts for service 
under articles, which are intended to ensure the instruc- 
tion and respectability of persons who are to practise in the 
courts of law. 

Buacksurn, J.—I am very willing, if I can see my way 
to saying that these articles were cancelled by consent, 
to allow this application, and there is, I think, on the 
whole, sufficient evidence of such an intention, though I 
doubted at first and am somewhat doubtful still, because I 
cannot help thinking that if the case had been reversed, 
and the son had claimed to serve the remaining portion of 
his articles, because they had never been cancelled, we 
should have had some difficulty in saying that he had not 
a right todo so. However, I do not differ from the rest of 
the court. 

Quan, J., and Lusu, J., concurred. 

Application granted, 

Attorney, Trenchard, Taunton. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
Batu. 
(Before CorneILLE F. D. CarLuarp, Esq., Judge.) 
March 31.—Russell v. Great Western Railway Company. 
Where a railway company printed a notice on their time 


' bills that they *‘ do not widertake that the trains shall start 


or arrive at the times specified in the bilis, nor will they be 
accountable for any loss, §c., which may arise from delays or 
detention, unless upon proof that such loss, §c., arose in 
consequence of the wilful misconduct of the company’s ser- 
vants,’’ and issued a ticket to the plaintiff containing upon it 
a statement that tt was issued ‘** subject to the conditions stated 
on the company’s time bills,” 


Held, that the company were not liable for delays not — 


arising from the wilful misconduct of their servants. 

The facts of this case are stated in the judgment. 

His Honour said —The plaintiff in this action seeks to 
recover from the defendants a sum of 9s. 4d., for breach of 
contract, by the delay of a train under the following 
circumstances :—He is a commercial traveller, residing at 
Bath. On the morning of the 29th of October last he took 
a second-class ticket for Abingdon in the usual way at the 


| defendants’ station at Bath. According to their time tables 


for that month, which were put in evidence, the train for 
which he was booked was to start at seven minutes past 
eight, and to arrive at Swindon at five minutes to nine ; and 
there was another train to leave Swindon at a quarter-past 
nine, and to be at Dideot at twenty minutes past ten a.m. 
Then there was egain another train to leave Didcot at 
twenty-five minutes past ten, and to be at Abingdon at fifty- 
five minutes past ten a.m. The plaintiff stated th»t the 
passengers for the north stations and Abingdon had to 
change at Swindon, and that he did so; that the train 
into which he changed did not go beyond Didcot; that he 
had often travelled by that train for a great many years ; 
that the usual time at which fur some while past he had 
arrived at the latter place was twenty minutes past ten in 
the morning ; that, according to his experience, the 10.25 
train for Abingdon from Didcot waited for the train due at 
10.26 at Didcot, and that he had never before the morning 
in question missed the 10.25 train, On that morning, 
however, thre was a delay at Swindon in the starting of 
the train fur Dideot. How long that delay was the 


plaintiff could not exactly tell, but 1 think it may be 
inferred is was some noticeable delay. He was informed at 
Swindon there had been a collision on the /line, and he 
attributed his leaving late to that fact. He stated this in 
answer to a question from the defendants’ counsel, There 
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was also a delay in the progress of this train at some 
-gtation before Wantage, between Swindon and Didcot ; and 
the plaintiff saw that a damaged engine caused the obstruc- 
tion. In the result the train arrived at Didcot at about 11 
o'clock a.m., when he found that the 10.25 train for 
Abingdon had left. According to the time tables there 
was no train for Abingdon until 1 o'clock p.m. There- 
m, having business engagements of an important nature 

‘at Abingdon that morning for the house which he represents, 
he posted thither from Didcot, the distance being seven 
posting miles. He paid 9s. for the fly and driver, and 4d. 
for a turnpike—the 9s. 4d. sought to be recovered. On 
cross examination he admitted most frankly and fairly that 
‘he was well acquainted with the paragraph headed “ train 
bills,” which is on the cover of the time tables, and to 
which I should refer more at length, and he also said he 
was aware that the train he wished to catch comes from 
London to Didcot, and goes thence to the north. The 
ticket issued to the plaintiff had on it the words ‘‘ Bath 
‘to Abingdon, second class, issued subject to the conditions 
stated on the company’s time bills.” ‘he paragraph above 
mentioned—so far as it is material for the present case—is 
in these words, “Train Bills. The published train bills of 
this company are only intended to fix the time at which 
1s may be certain to obtain their tickets for any 
journey from the various stations, it being understood that 
the train shall not start from them before the appointed 
time ; but the directors give notice that the company do 
not undertake that the trains shall start or arrive at the 
time specified in the bills; nor will they be accountable 
for any loss, inconvenience, or injury, which may arise 
from delays or detention, unless upon proof that such loss, 
inconvenience, injury, delay, or detention, arose in con- 
sequence of the wilful misconduct of the company’s 
servants.” This ph or conditional clause is printed 
on page 100, as well as on the cover of the time tables put in. 
tis obvious, that small as is the amount involved in 
this case the principles upon which it is to be decided, one 
pi or the other, are of the utmost importance to the 
railway companies, and to the innumerable travellers by rail ; 
to the companies on account of the enormous cost which 
would be thrown upon them by the multiplicity of sums of 
more or less amount, which they would have to pay were 
they to be made liable in every instance for want oi 
punctuality in their trains, and to travellers if they were 
to be without redress, and at the absolute mercy of the 
companies, however the delay might be occasioned, with 
all its many vexations and injurious consequences. For 
the plaintiff it was contended that there was a contract to 
convey him within a reasonable time of the hour named in 
the time table, and that if the collision at or near 
Wantage was caused by the negligence of the company’s 
servants, then he ought to recover, but not if it was 
occasioned by a mere accident. For the defendants it was 
urged, first, that, if there was a contract at all it was upon 
the footing of the paragraph or clause on the cover of the 
time tables or book, and that, therefore, it was for the 
plaintiff to show there had been wilful misconduct on the 
part of the company’s servants, but that none had been 
shown ; and secondly that there was no contract—the time 
book being a notice fer the convenience of the public, and 
mothing more. From this latter proposition I entirely 
dissent. It is contrary to the Popes 68 laid down by the 
authorities bearing on the whole subject before me. ith 
the defendant’s first proposition, however, which is in 
atrict accordance with those principles, I as entirely agree. 
In the absence of any special contract there would be 
between travellers and the railway companies, who hold 
themselves out as carriers of passengers, an implied 
contract by the companies to convey within a reasonable 
‘time. And even supposing the time tables were not 
actually part of the contract, I think they might fairly be 
deemed primd facie evidence of what is reasonable time in the 
tticular instance. Then, further, the company would not 
liable for delay arising from inevitable accident, but they 
would be for delay proceeding from the negligence of their 
servants. But there is a special contract where the ticket 
issued to the passenger by a company refers to bills or 
‘ables, which, besides indicating the hours of the departure 
and arrival of the trains, contain a clause for the protection 
of the company. These hours or times are then directly 
adopted into the contract, and this is so far in favour of 
@ passenger; bat then the protecting clause is also 
adopted into it, and that is, of course, for the benefit of the 





company. In the present case, the question whether the 
passenger had notice of the protecting clause does not 
arise. He admits that he had. It is well to observe, never= 
theless, that his denial of it would have been of no avail. 
If notice be denied, and the train bills not put in, then 
where would be the evidence of the contract to con 
within a reasonable time with reference to those bills ? 
if they are put in, then inevitably the clause protecting the 
company eomes in also as part of them. On this pointthe case 
of Hurst v. The Great Western Railway Company, 13 W. R. 
950, directly applies, as does that of Van Toll v. The South- 
Eastern Railway Company, 10 W. R. 578, to show that 
notice would be inferred. The particular clause not only 
negatives any guarantee or undertaking by the compan 
for the starting or arrival of the trains at the time specified 
in the bills, but throws upon passengers, and so = the 
yom plaintiff, in order to fix the company with liability 
or delay, the proof that it arose from the wilful miscon- 
duct of their servants. Thus the question is, has such 
proof been adduced? To this I am clearly of opinion there 
can only be a negative answer, and therefore that a nonsuit 
must be eptered. To show want of punctuality is not 
enough, to show negligence is not enough ; nor would the 
showing of either shift the burden of proof which is upon 
the plaintiff, who has to establish against the defendants 
that the delay was occasioned by the wilful misconduct of 
their servants. Whether, apart from what I hold to be 
the existing law, this be right, is another matter. If I 
am wrong in my view of the law, the error can be pointed 
out by a superior court ; but if my opinion be correct, and 
there be any undue hardship on passengers, then this can be 
remedied only by legislative interference. The authorities 
from which my deductions are chiefly drawn are, in 
addition to those mentioned above, Denton v. The Great 
Northern Railway Company, 4 W. R. 240 ; Zunz v. The South 
Eastern Railway Company, 38 L. J. Q. B. 209; The 
Great Western Railway Company v. Glenister, 22 W. R. 72, 
on appeal from the county court at High Wycombe. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


; HOUSE OF LORDS. 

May 1.—Standing Orders—lI.ord Repespace, having 
moved certain verbal alterations in the Standing Orders re- 
lating to private Bills, also moved :— 

“That no Bill for confirming any provisional order or 
provisional certificate shall be read a second time until the 
examiner shall have certified whether the Standing Orders 
have or have not been complied with. That no private Bill 
brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after Thursday, the 18th day of June next. That no 
Bill authorising any enclosure of lands, under special report 
of the Enclosure Commissioners for England and Wales, or 
confirming any scheme of the Charity Commissioners for 
England and Wales, shall be read a second time after 
Friday, the 19th day ofjJune next. That no Bill confirming 
any provisional order shall be read a second time after 
Friday, the 19th day of June next. That when a Bill shall 
have passed this House with amendments, these orders shall 
not apply to any new Bill sent up from the House of 
Commons, which the Chairman of Committees shall report 
to the House is substantially tha same as the Bill so 
amended.” 

May 5.—Real Property Limitation Bill.—This Bill 
passed through Committee. 

Land Titles and Transfer Bill.—On the order of the day 
for going into Committee on this Bill, Lord HarHerney 
said he wished to point out one or two points in which he 
thought the Bill was not satisfactory. In the transaction 
of selling and buying land the ordinary procedure at 
present was this—the seller engaged to sell for a given 
price a given quantity of land, and to sell it out and out. 
He bound himself to show that he had a complete title to 
the land, and the purchaser could refuse to perform his 
contract unless the vendor did what he so bound him. 
self to do. But the Courts had always held that this 
transaction was strictly confined to the two parties—the 
vendor and the purchaser. If the vendor found himself 
in any difficulty as regarded the title he must make the 
best of it, He could not bring ina third person, whose 
title might be attacked. But under the provisions of the 
Bill, upon application for registration with absolute or 











510 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. May 9, 1874. 











limited title, the purchaser might apply to the registrar 
to make out a full statement of title, and thereupon the 
registrar, exercising for such purposes the functions of a 
judge, might summon third parties to give evidence as to 
their title. More than that, the 111th clause conferred 
on him the formidable power to call on third. parties to 
produce deeds. The registrar had the power of deciding 
whether such persons had or had not a right to refuse to 
produce their deeds. He regarded this as hazardous. Let 
their Lordships consider the case of contingent interests, 

ting which those who would be affected by them 
had no wish to raise a question till the contingency arose. 
The registrars under this Bill would have power to call 
those persons before them, and the question might be 
raised long before the contingency could arise, and that to 
the great inconvenience of the parties interested. By 
clause 117 power was given to the registrar to alter the 
register in certain cases; but that might give rise to a 
similar examination ; and the inconvenience to which third 
parties might be subjected did not stop with proceedings 
before the registrar. There was an appeal to the High 
Court, which would be an additional source of hardship 
and expense to those parties. If a man was selling land 
which had formed a small portion of the estate of another 
person, this other person might be obliged to come into 
court and prove his title to the whole estate. He wished the 
scopeof the Bill had been confined to a simple registration of 
title.—Lord Sz1sorns said the provisions of the Bill could 
not practically lead to the inconveniences which his noble 
and learned friend seemed to anticipate, because almost 
all persons who were honestly in possession of land were 
able to make out a title which, if not an absolute title, 
was one which might be accepted as good from a certaia 
date. He believed that under this Bill titles would not as 
@ general rule be made out in a manner different from the 
manner in which they were now made out between vendors 
and purchasers. It would not ordinarily happen—indeed, 
he doubted whether it would ever happen—that a party 
not claiming after notice to have his title investigated 
would be called upon to come in and prove his title. He 
apprehended the course would be this—that where the 
registrar found an objection which required to be cleared 
up he would ask to have it cleared up in the way the 
Court of Chancery or counsel did at the present time.— 
Lord O’Hacan said that under the Landed Estates Court 
property of the value of fifty millions sterling had been 
dealt with, and although the court gave an indefeasible 
title iu all cases, and many of the transactions were deli- 
cate and complicated, the mistakes had been so few as to 
be scarcely worth notice. He thought, therefore, that the 
successful experience of that court was a complete answer 
to any doubts as to the propriety of granting indefeasible 
titles. The Bill for the establishment of the Record of 
Title Office passed in 1865. It was not a very liberal 
measure ; but the office had been working, though not in 
avery successful manner. Its partial non-success arose 
from reasons which were much in favour of the Bill now 
before their Lordships. No land for which an indefeasible 
title had not been previously obtained in the Landed 
Estates Court could be registered in that office. The 
result was that from 1865 up to the present date only 500 
or 600 properties had been registered. The reason was the 
requirement of an indefeasible title in all cases. The Duke 
of Leinster was desirous of putting an estate of his.on the 
register of the Record of Title Office; but he found that 
to go into the Landed Estates Court and obtain an inde. 
feasible title would cost him £6,000. As his title was a 
good one he did not go to that largeexpense. Now the Bill 
before their lordships did not require that the title should 
be indefeasible in order that it should be registered. The 
Record of Title Office in Dublin had been a success in so far 
as it showed how greatly such an office facilitated transac- 
tions in land. Owing to the existence of that office such 
transactions had been commenced and carried entirely 
through within an hour. As to the settlement of boundaries, 
he thought the Bill might with advantage have gone further, 
and provided for an absolute settlement of boundaries in 
cases where the conterminons proprietors desired it. He 
thought also that there ought to be, if not an open register, 
at least an open index of registered titles.—The CHAN- 
ceLLor did not understand the proceeding of the registrar in 
the same way as Lord Hatherley appeared to do, He 
understood that the registrar would examine the title 





brought before him, but he did not understand that he was 
to summon persons before him to litigate their titles. Ag 
for the production of deeds, he himself was very fastidious 
on that point ; and under the Bill the registrar could only 
require the production of deeds where the party asking for 
them had a right to call for their production. The Bill 
created no new court. He was bound to say that he wished 
it did create a tribunal something like the Landed Estates 
Court in Ireland. It took an existing land registry office, 
and made use of the machinery there. The Bill passed 
through Committee. 

The Real Property Vendors and Purchasers Bill.—This 
Bill passed through Committee. 

The Game Birds (Ireland) Bill.—This Bill was read a 
second time. 

The Public Works Loan Commissioners (Loans to School 
Boards) Bili.—This Bill went through Committee. 


May 7.—Judicature Act Amendment.—The Lorp CHAN. 
CELLOR, in laying on the table two Bills, one for the 
amendment of the judicature in Ireland, the other for the 
amendment and extension of the Judicature Act of last 
year, said the subject divided itself into three questions, 
and he would first state the proposals with regard to the 
judicature of Scotland. In Scotland any question which 
arises is brought in the first instance before a single judge 
styled the Lord Ordinary, and either party to an action 
desiring to appeal from his decision can appeal to an im- 
termediate court of appeal—namely, the Cuurt of Ses- 
sion, and ultimately to the House of Lords as a final court 
of appeal. Of that system there is no complaint in 
Scotland, either as regards the time occupied in the 
litigation or the expense involved. With respect, there- 
fore, to Scotland, he had very few proposals to make as to 
the intermediate court of appeal, but with respect to the 
ultimate court of appeal le proposed that »o appeal 
should be allowed to leave Scotiuud where the subject- 
matter of appeal does not involve £500, except some rights 
of property or franchise, which are not to be estimated by 
the money value, are involved, or personal status, matri- 
monial status, and status of legitimacy. At present a case 
may not be brought from Scotland to the court of ultimate 
appeal before it is fully wound up theré in the Scotch 
Court of Appeal. This is found to be a source of great 
expense, and he proposed that an appeal may be brought 
to the court of ultimate appeal in the first instance; and 
that when an appeal leaves Scotland no cross appeal shall 
be necessary. Some limitation as to time will also be 
provided in the case of appeals. 

As to Ireland, he proposed to amalgamate the three 
Courts of Common Law, the Conrt of Chancery, the Court 
of Admiralty, of Probate, the Landed Estates Court, and 
the Court of Bankruptcy, into one High Court for Ireland, 
in every branch of which all the jurisdiction now exercised 
in all the courts shall be exerciseable. He proposed that 
to the extent it was done in the case of England last year 
law and equity should be assimilated in Ireland ; and that, 
as in the case of England, the divisional names should be 
retained. He proposed that the Landed Estates Court 
should be attached to the Chancery division of the High 
Court, carrying with it all the powers it now possesses. He 
asked their Lordships to create a strong court of inter- 
mediate appeal, consisting of the Lord Chancellor, the Lord 
Justice of Appeal, and a second Lord Justice of Appeal, 
making three judges of regular attendance, and to have, im 
addition, as ¢@ oficio members, the heads of the three 
common law courts. He proposed that the court of ap- 
peal should never consist of fewer than three members as & 
quorum; and that to it should go all cases that may have 
been decided in any division of the new High Court, and 
that there should also go to it cases of criminal appeal, 
with this qualification, that in such cases, in addition to 
the judges of appeal, two at least of the chiefs of the 
common law courts should sit. He proposed also, that 
to this appeal court should go all appeals in land 
cases which at present go toa fluctuating body of judges. 
He proposed to have in future five circuits in Ireland im 
place of six, and to divide the assize business among the 
five, and to require the attendance of only one judge 
instead of two to preside at the criminal sittings im 
Dublin. He proposed to leave in the division of the Court 
of Queen’s Bench, where tho business is somewhat 
heavier, because of Crown cases, the four judges; but to 
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take one judge each from the Court of Common Pleas and 
the Exchequer, and that the judge who at present con- 
ducts the business of the Landed Estates Court should 
take it in the Chancery division, and that, no second judge 
should be appointed to that court; also, that on the death 
or resignation of the present judge of Admiralty, no new 
appointment to that office should be made, but the business 
of his Court be transacted by the Common Pleas division 
of the High Court. He also proposed, after the tenure of 
office of the present holders, to dispense with the offices of 
Receiver, Master, and Accountant-General and Notice 
Officer of the Landed Estates Court and the Court of 
Chancery. On the other hand, he proposed to appoint 
another Lord Justice of Appeal, and to increase the 
salaries of the puisne judges to £4,000 British currency. 

He next stated some minor changes which are found to 
be necessary in the Judicature Act. When that Act was 
last year in progress through the House of Lords it 
contained a proposal to put thejudge of the Admiralty 
Court, who has at present a salary somewhat smaller than 
the other judges, on an equality as regards salary with 
the other judges, and to require him to perform duties of 
the same nature as the other judges perform. But the Bill 

into Jaw, leaving the judge of the Admiralty Court 
charged with the performance of increased duties under 
the Act, but without the provision which was made in that 
House that he should be advanced, both as regards salary 
and rank, to the position of the other judges. He pro- 
posed a clause in the present Bill to remedy this over- 
sight. Another minor matter, as to which he had pro- 
posed modifications of the Act of last year, related to 
ecclesiastical assessors. The clauses of the Judicature Act 
relating to them provide that rules should not be made 
until after the Act comes into operation, whereas it 
is highly desirable that they should be made before the 
2nd of November next. They also do not appear to pro- 
vide for the appointment of ecclesiastical assessors for a 
number of years. He thought it was desirable that these 
appointments should be for a term of years. He there- 
fore proposed to alter and enlarge the Act of last year in 
these respects. 

He came next to the question of the court of ultimate 
appeal. Under the Judicature Act there were nine ordi- 
nary members, five ¢z officio members, and other two or 
three voluntary or additional members of the court of 
appeal, making the appellate court composed of sixteen or 
seventeen judges. As regards the er officio judges he had 
no alteration to propose in the composition of the appellate 
court as settled last year. He proposed that, without ex- 
ception, all the ordinary judges may be selected from the 
bar or bench of England, Scotland, or Ireland, leaving it 
to those with whom the choice rests to appoint the best 
man they can get at the time. He proposed that there 
should be a first division of the court of appeal sitting 
with not less than five members to constitute a quorum. 
As to the composition of this first division, three of the 
ordinary members of the court of appeal should be nomi- 
nated to it by the Crown triennally, the Lord Chancellor, 
the Lord Chief Justice of the Queen’s Bench, and the 
Master of the Rolls should be ez officio members, and two 
of the voluntary members of the court of appeal should 
be nominated to it for a period of three years. There 
would therefore be three ordinary and three ex officio 
members and two additional members, eight in all, who 
are to sit with a quorum of not less than five. To this 
first division should be assigned the decision of all Scotch 
and Irish appeals, including those which may have been 
heard in a court of intermediate appeal in these respective 
countries, also all ecclesiastical appeals, those also which 
may have been heard on intermediate appeal. He proposed 
that the remaining inembers of the court of appeal should 
sit in one or two divisions of not less than three each, and 
that whenever in any of the cases heard before either of 
éhose two other divisions the judges are not unanimous in 
their decision, that case may, if the parties desire it, be 
heard before the first division. He proposed further, that 
to the first division shall also be sent, in the first instance, 
any colonial cases which are considered to be peculiarly 
important—cases such as are well-known from time to 
time at the Privy Council Office involving questions of 
constitutional law. He proposed to give an absolute right 
to the parties, if they desire it, to have their case 





re-heard under section 53 of the Judicature Act.— 
Lord Senporne said there would probably be no serious 
difference of opinion between the noble and learned lord 
and hiuiself. After expressing a general approval of the 
provisions of the measure, he said he thought that under 
it the number of Scotch appeals would considerably dimi- 
nish, and also that the Irish appeals—now few in number— 
would not have a tendency to increase. Therefore he did 
not think there was any overwhelming amount of business 
to be expected from either the Scotch or the Irish appeals ; 
and he did not despair of seeing the business which would 
come before the new appellate court done well and expe- 
ditiously.— Lord Moncrirrr regretted the impending 
transfer of the jurisdiction of that House toa new court, 
and very much doubted whether an equally satisfactory 
tribunal could be substituted, but to retain it merely for 
Scotch cases was out of the question. His impression was 
that a Scotch lawyer should be placed in the first division 
of the new court. If this was deemed inexpedient, he approved 
the proposed first division as likely, perhaps, to be as effi- 
cient a successor of that House asany court which could bede- 
vised.—Lord O’Hacan concurred in the principle of the Bill, 
some of the details of which would require, however, grave 
consideration. Both the bench and the bar of Ireland 
would have preferred the retention of the present jurisdiction 
of the Lords. With respect to the question of representation: \ 
in the final court of appeal, he thought that Ireland and 
Scotland ought to be represented.—Lord Prwzancr. greatly 
regretted that his noble and learned friend had not availed 
himself of the opportunity afforded to him of pro- 
posing that the second and final appeal should, 
for the three countries, be to that House. He was 
at a loss to see why a jurisdiction which had been so well 
exercised from time immemorial should be now abolished. 
The subordinate court of appeal was to consist of three 
judges, and no appeal was to be allowed unless those judges 
differed in opinion. But suppose they did not, and that they 
decided against 2 judgment pronounced, say, by three judges 
of the Court of Queen’s Bench, there would be an equality of 
opinion on each side—three judges for the plaintiff and three 
for the defendant, and no power of further appeal. That, he 
thought, would not be a satisfactory state of things. Then, 
with respect to the first division, the judges were to be 
appointed for three years, and would thus be removable just 
as they were beginning tioroughly to comprehend their duties. 
—Lord REDESDALE expressed his extreme regret that his 
noble and learned friend, in proposing to re-establish the right 
of a second appeal, had not also proposed that the ultimate 
appeal should be to that House.—Lord CoLertmpce objected 
to that part of the Bill which related to the restoration of 
intermediate appeal in this country. The great advantage of 
the Judicature Act was that it provided one general court of 
appeal, which could be divided into sections, the members of 
which were co-ordinate and co-equal. Under the proposed 
arrangement of having subordinate and superior courts of 
appeal the members composing those courts would cease to 
be co-ordinate in authority, and would be divided among 
themselves into superior and inferior judges of appeal, which 
would be most objectionable—The Lord CHANCELLOR 
explained that his proposition by no means involved a sub- 
ordination of certain of the judges of the court of appeal to 
the others. All he proposed was that, where necessary, an 
appeal, after having been heard before one of the smaller 
divisions of the court, might be reheard before a larger 
division of the same court. ; 
The Bills were then presented and read a first time. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

May 5.—Appeals from Ireland.—Sir G. Bowyer asked the 
Attorney-General for Ireland, Mr. Justice Morris having stated 
to the member for the county of Wexford that the Irish judges 
of law and equity had considered the question of Irish appeals, 
and that their opinion was unanimous against the abolition of 
the appellate jurisdiction of the House of Lorde, whether he 
was aware of that opinion, and was prepared to give due weight 
to it; and whether her Majesty's Government was aware that 
the Right Hon. J. Napier, First Lord Commissioner of the 
Great Seal, held the same opinion. —The ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
for Ireland said he could not speak as to the unanimity of the 
Irish judges; but he was aware that a very large number of 
them were opposed to the transfer of the appellate jurisdiction 
from the House of Lords. He was also aware that the Irish 
judges unanimously passed a resolution, which they com- 
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municated through Baron Dowse to her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, and which was afterwards produced in this House on a 
return which he moved for. That resolution stated that if the 
—— jurisdiction for England was transferred from the 

of Lords it was their unanimous wish that the appeals 
from Ireland should go to the same tribunal as those from 
England. He believed Sir Joseph Napier’s opinion was the 
same with the majority of the judges on both questions— 
namely, in favour of the House of Lords remaining as the 
appellate tribunal, but if it ceased to be so, then in favour of 
all appeals from all parts of the United Kingdom going before 
the same tribunal. 

Ulster Tenant-right.—Mr. Butt introduced a Bill to make 
provision for the more effectually securing Ulster Tenant- 
right, and to amend the Landlord and Tenant (Ireland) Act. 

Accidents to Workmen.—Sir E. Watkin introduced a Bill 
providing compensation to workpeople for accidents, from 
causes beyond their own control, occurring during the hours 
of lawful employment. His object, he explained, was to 
make definite a liability now resting on legal decisions, but 
not on statute, and to give jurisdiction in such cases in 
county conrts, the compensation being limited to the amount 
of a year’s wages. 

Apothecaries Act Amendment Bill.—This Bill was read a 
second time. 

Juries Bill.—The House went into Committee on this Bill, 
but progress was immediately reported. 


May 7.—The Galway Election Petition.—Sir C.0’LoGHLEN 
moved a resolution condemnatory of the arrange- 
ment made for trying the Election Petition for Galway 
Borough before Mr Justice Lawson, who, besides being an 
election judge, was one of the Commissioners of the Great 
Seal in Ireland. This combination of offices, he said, was 
unconstitutional, for no person who held an office of profit 
or honour at the pleasure of the Crown ought to try the 
right to a seat in Parliament.—The ATroRNEY-GENERAL 
for IRELAND pointed out that along with his Judgeship Mr. 
Justice Lawson had been a Commissioner of the Irish Church 
Temporalities for the last five years, though no exception 
had been taken to it until this moment. As to his selection 
to try this particular petition, he was on the rota to try it 
according to the statute, and he could not avoid it.—Mr. 
Henry and Mr. Sutiivan spoke in favour of the motion.—- 
Sir H. Jamrs pointed out that in this country Baron 
Bramwell had acted as election judge while he held an 
office as Judicature Commissioner at the pleasure of the 
Crown. He urged the withdrawal of the motion —The 
Sonicrror-GENERAL said there was no law to prevent 
an election judge holding an office of profit or honour under 
the Crown. The motion was negatived without a division. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


A special general meeting of the Incorporated Law 
Society was held yesterday at the Hall of the society for 
the objects mentioned in the circular printed ante p. 475. 

F. H. Janson, Esq., President, took the chair. 

The CHairMAN said that upon the recent alteration of 
the governing body of the society the committee of manage- 
ment of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association 
came to the conclusion that the reasons which originally 
existed for the formation of the second society of solicitors 
in London were no longer iu force, and that the interests 
of the profession would be best served by the consolidation 
of the two societies. Negotiations which had taken place 
had resultedin the assent of the committee of management 
of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association 
to certain terms which the Council felt they could recom. 
mend with confidence to the members of the society for 
adoption. These terms were mentioned in the circular con- 
vening the meeting, but he would desire more particularly 
to call the attention of the members to the alteration with 
regard to the amount of the entrance fee to be paid by the 
younger members of the profession. The Council, feeling 
that the number of members of the society had not at all 
reached the proper standard, had been most anxious that 
the number should be increased. It had been suggested 
to them that to those gentlemen who had but recently 
commenced practice the entrance fee might be a heavy 
burden, and that the entrance fee of those gentleman who 





should, within five years after their admission, become- 
members of the society should be reduced, in the case of 
solicitors taking out town certificates, to £2, and of those 
taking out country certificates to £1. 

The Cuarmman- then proposed, and Mr. F. Ovvry 
seconded, the following resolution, which was carried unani- 
mously :—‘That the Incorporated Law Society shall 
hold every year a provincial meeting similar, as nearly as 
may be, to the autumnal provincial meetings, which before 
the dissolution of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law As- 
sociation were held by that association’.’ 

‘lhe resolution was put and carried. 

The Cuarrman next moved—“ That those solicitors who- 
were members of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law As- 
sociation at the time ofits dissolution and who are notal- 
ready members of this society be admitted into member- 
ship without payment of any entrance fee and without a 
ballot, on payment of the same annual subscription as that 
paid by members of this society.” 

The resolution was seconded by Mr. F. Ouvrr. 

Mr. W. R. Ripwey said that forty years ago he had paid 
£50 to become a member of the society. Perhaps the 
chairman would inform him what it cost to become a. 
member of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Associa- 
tion, and why the members of that association should be 
admitted as members of the Incorporated Law Society 
without entrance fee. A solicitor recently admitted could 
less afford tv pay an entrance fee than the late members 
of that association could. 

The CHAIRMAN said it was thought that the interests of 
the society would be advanced by allowing the members 
of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association to. 
come in on the terms proposed. The society would have a 
large accession of strength and a considerable addition to 
their income if all the members of the late association 
became members of the Incorporated Law Society, as it 
was hoped they would. 

Mr. SrepHen WILLIAMs rose to correct an error in Mr. 
Ripley’s remarks—viz., that he paid £50 to become a 
member of the society. He (Mr. Williams) became a 
member at about the same time as Mr. Ripley, and paid 


£125, but that was because he took five shares at £26- 


each, for four of which he was afterwards paid by the 
society ; and he, in common with other members, was. 
requested to retain only one. 

The CHarRMAN said that that one was afterwards sure. 
rendered. 

The resolution was then put and carried. 

It was then moved by the Coatrnman—‘‘ That in order to. 
encourage the younger members of the profession to join 
the society the entrance fee of solicitors who may be pro- 
posed as members within five years from their first certfi- 
cate should be reduced to the following amounts, viz.— 

Solicitors taking out town certificates £2 
pags A country oe £1 

In answer to a Member the CHarrMAN stated that it had. 
been thought better to alter the resolution as it originall 
stood in the circular by substituting the word ‘‘ certificate’? 
for ‘*admission,” as a solicitor would probably not make 
much headway until after he had taken out his certificate. 

Mr, Ovvry, in seconding the resolution, said that it would 
be hard to require young men who, during the first years 
of their practice did not earn a large income, to pay £5 or 
£3 entrance fee, and he therefore thought it very importunt. 
that young members of the profession should be induced to 
join the society, as it would have an influence upon them for 
good, and give greater weight to the society. He thought 
this resolution, if carried, would have a tendency to encou- 
rage them to join, and he therefore cordially supported the 
resolution. : 

Mr, CHARLES Forp wished to move an amendment to the 
resolution. It seemed to him that the members of the 
society would be pursuing a wise course in adopting the 
proposition of the Council, but at the same time he thought 
they ought to carry it further. He wouldask the meeting 
whether it was not desirable that they should resolve that 
country members should be admitted without payment of 
any entrance fee whatever. What was the use of the society 
to country solicitors? They simply gave the society their 
support, The case was different with London \ attorneys. 


fore ought to pay an entrancefee. He moved as an amendment 
“That in future solicitors taking out country certificates , 
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elected members of the society, shall be exempt from the 
payment of any entrance fee, and in the case of those taking 
London certificates so elected within five years from the 
date of admission the entrance fee at present payable to be 
reduced by half the amount.” 

Mr. Rrexey seconded the amendment. 

The Cwarrmax would like to set Mr. Ford right upon one 
point. He thought Mr. Ford was wrong in the assumption 
that town members derived more benefit from membership 
than did country members. 

Mr. Daw thought that the twenty-five guineas he had paid 
for membership was money very advantageously laid out. He 
had constantly used the library and the club, and the library 
was most essentially useful to country members, 

Mr. KEEN was of opinion that the-country solicitors would 
not thank the Council for lowering their entrance fee. It was 
important that they should become wnus animus in everything. 
He might, perhaps, be allowed to say that the London solicitors 
held oat, not only the right hand of friendship to their 
country brethren, but both hands, and were very glad to have 
them with them. 

Mr. Forp’s amendment was then put to the meeting and 
negatived. 

The original resolution having been put, was carried. 

Mr. GresHam rose to call attention to the conduct of the 
Benchers of Gray’s Inn, but the Chairman ruled that the 
business of the meeting must beconfined entirely to the matters 
mentioned in the circular. If, however, he could obtain the 
necessary number of signatures for that purpose, it was in his 
power to call a special general meeting to consider the subject. 

The meeting then separated. 


LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 


Tar Lorp CHANCELLOR’s Lanp BILLs. 

Last Monday evening Mr. George Sweet read a paper 
before the members of the Law Amendment Society, on 
“The Land Trausfer Bills.” 

He commenced by saying that whether we shall regulate 
the sale and transfer of land by a public registry, either 
of assurances or of title, has ceased to be an open ques- 
tion. The energy with which the Land Transfer Bill has 
been revised and passed through the preliminary stages, 
and its favourable reception by the House of Lords, justify 
the expectation that either in its present or in some modi- 
fied form it will become law before the session closes, 
unless it is previously shown to be impracticable or irre- 
mediably defective. We have now for the first time a 
measure of registration of title for England, which has 
been critically examined and virtually guaranteed to be 
sufficient by a conveyancer (Sir Charles Hall) of acknow- 
ledged ability, and great and varied experience. In deal- 
ing with a subject so purely technical it would perhaps be 
the wisest course to rely upon the character and responsi- 
bility of the distinguished lawyer to whom its revision 
has been entrusted, and to pass the Bill precisely in the 
form which he shall approve, after considering the criti- 
cisms and suggestions which may be made. There is, 
perhaps, some misunderstanding as to the origin of the 
principal Bill. It is, as we know, a freely amended edition 
of the Bill which the late Lord Chancellor brought forward 
@ year ago. Nevertheless, it is much more Lord Cairns’s 
Bill than Lord Selborne’s, for Lord Selborne’s Bill was, in 
substance, and as to many of its clauses, literally the same 
as the “ Transfer of Land Bill,” brought forward by Lord 
Hatherley in 1870. It would be convenient that he 
should preface his observations on the principal Bill 
with a brief abstract of its provisions. He would prefer 
to pass over those relating to registration with a certified 
title, whether absolute or limited, because experience had 
confirmed the ay se of conveyancers that there never 
can be an appreciable demand for certified titles. No man in 
ae nan of an estate becomes uneasy as to his title unless 

e has some ground of doubt, which would make him avoid 
rather than court official investigation. No intendin 
seller or mortgagor has any motive for obtaining an offici 
certificate of a title which he can prove with much less 
delay, trouble, and expense, by evidence produced directly 
to the purchaser or lender himself ; for it is now known that 
the addition of a Parliamentary title adds little or nothing to 
the marketable value of an.estate. The backbone of the 
Measure is the provision intended to secure a record of the 
future dealings with, and devolutions of, titles to land. If 
such a record had been kept during the last sixty years, we 








should not now be talking of limited titles or of official or 
any other investigation of titles. 

d once om the register is to be dealt with by means of the 
register; but a caveat against the first entry of the land on 
the register (section 29), and a caveat against dealing with land 
which hes been registered (section 87), may be lodged with the. 
registrar on the strength of an affidavit of interest. Confining 
his attention to fee simple titles, the persons who may bring 
land upon the register are those who, as the law ‘stands, could 
by an ordinary or enrelled assurance alienate the fee simple. 
(section 5). The title of the registered proprietor is to be 
‘¢ subject to any power of re-entry, shifting clause, restriction 
or condition whereof notice shall be entered on the register.”” 
(section 36). A mortgagee ean only be registered as pro- 
prietor with the consent of the mortgagor, which, in the case of 
a mortgage executed after the commencement of the Act, is to 
be implied if not expressly negatived. But in no case is 
notice of the character of the registered proprietor as mort- 
gagee or trustee to be entered on the register. Except by 
authority of the court, it seems that no trustee who has not 
a power of sale can be registered if any beneficiary is not in 
existence and sui juris, or does not consent. Here again isa 
provision which may leave certain titles unregistered during an 
indefinite period. No trust, equity of redemption, or 
equitable right, title, interest, or lis pendens, is to affect a 
purchaser from the registered owner, though cognisant of the 
adverse interest. After the first registration of title to land, 
dealings with it not on the register confer equitable titles only, 
defeasible by alienation for valuable consideration by the regis- 
tered owner. Section 28 of the Bill contains the provision 
which is tocompel registration, and it is to this effect :—That 
after threeyears from the commencement of the Act a convey- 
ance of land upon a sale shall operate only in equity, until 
some person is registered as proprietor under the conveyance. 
This the Lord Chancellor describes as a mild kind of compul- 
sion. It is not only mild, but grotesque and 
to the purpose of registration, which is to tell a pur- 
chaser all he is concerned to know. Under the working of 
this clause he may ask what title he shall get, and for answer 
be told that the legal estate may have been out of place 
during half a century. The appropriate and sufficient 
provision is the familiar one—that the first registered disposi- 
tion shall prevail. ‘The compulsion has been made mild from 
fear that a clause requiring registration of all dealing with 
land under penalty of loss of priority, would bring an un- 
manageable amount of business to the office, or impose an 
unreasonable burden upon persons interested in land. It is 
unlikely that the provision as it stands would have much com- 
pulsory effect. It leaves untouched all dealings with land 
except sales, Settlements and wills may go on dealings with 
the legal estate for centuries without registration. An un- 
registered conveyance after a sale is not to lose its priority, 
but to operate in equity omly. A purchaser who omits to 
register his conveyance incurs no risk of loss, and exposes 
himself only to the inconvenience of having to take legal pro- 
ceedings in anether name—an inconvenience which, under the 
Judicature Act, would probably be imperceptible. Moreover, 
the penalty can be absolutely evaded by the execution before 
the sale is completed of a conveyance to the purchaser in trast 
for the vendor, or a mortgage to the purchaser. Under any 
view the limited scope of the compulsion is a grave defect. 

But the principal defect is that the Bill provides for false 
nstead of true statements of title. A perfect record of title 
should show the state of the title at the date of the last entry, 
and nothing more. But for different purposes in respect of the 
same property, information differing in particularity or kind 
may be required. There is no difficulty in providing a record 
of title that shall yield to each applicant the kind and 
amount of information he needs and is entitled to, and nothing 
more. Let the purpose be the purchase of the fee. The ulti- 
mate result of the labours of a purchaser’s solicitor and con- 
veyancer upon the investigation of the vendor's title is the 
last words of the conveyancer’s last opinion, “I am of opinion 
that a good title, according to the contract, is shown in A. and 
B., with the concurrence of C. and D.” The conveyance 
drawn upon this opinion may be in these words, —“ A. and B., 
with the consent of C. and D., for £ paid to A. and B, by 
k., convey Clay Farm to E. and his heirs.” When the con- 
currence of several persons is necessary, we can generally 
classify them and say that the ownership is vested in one or 
more either absolutely or subject to some limited interest in 
another. Let us call the limited interest a charge. For the 
purpose of conveyance it is sufficient to know who ean dispose 
of the property subject to the charge, and who can release the 
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charge. An entry on the register, therefore, that A. and B, 
are Owners, subject to a charge in C. and D., will give to a 
purchaser all the information he needs. If the first entry is 
not of sufficient antiquity, he must investigate the earlier title 
according to the method now in use. For the purpose of the 
sale it is unnecessary to define the interest of C. and D. It is 
sufficient to describe it asa charge. Every deduction from the 
absolute ownership entered on the register with t he consent of 
the owner may be classed as a charge. 

But the interest constituting the charge is itself a subject 
of ownership, and is to be so entered on the register for the 
purposes of alienation, thus:—* Charge F Z 47, created by 


instrument, so marked, dated—1874, the instrument or an 


authenticated copy being deposited in the office.” Notices of; 


interests which are placed on the register without the consent 
of the registered owner, may be divided into notices and 
claims. A notice is an intimation that a person desires to 
have notice of any intended disposition of a given subject. 
A claim is an assertion of a title or interest more or iess 
adverse to the registered title, to which all persons dealing 


with the registered owner are bound to attend. The costs’ 


eceasioned by an unfounded claim will be paid by him who re- 
gistered it. A claim well founded and supported by evidence of 
enjoyment (as a claim of title by adverse possession under the 
Statute of Limitation or by prescription), will, when it is 
established to the satisfaction of the registrar, be registered 
as an ownership. All details respecting the elaim (with 
which a purchaser will kave no concern if the claimant concurs 
in the sale) may be set ont in a separate deposited document 
to be referred to in case of need. Under one or other of these 
kinds of entry—ownerships, charges, notices and claims— 
every kind of interest in land may be represented and protected 
on the register without presenting any further impediment to 
alienation than the actual state of the title requires, and the 
Land Titles Bi!] should be amended so as to provide for the 
entry of notices and claims without any restriction. 

A discussion followed, and the proceedings terminated in the 
usual manner. 





ASSOCIATED PROVINCIAL LAW SOCIETIES. 
Proceedings at a Meeting of Deputations from Provincial 

Law Societies, held at the Palatine Hotel, Manchester, on 

Thursday, the 30th April, 1874. 

Present—Mr. Guest in the chair ; Messrs. W. H. Guest 
(President) ,J.Cooper, M. Bateson Wood, T. Jepson, T. Claye, 
E. F. Wharton, S. Unwin (Hon. Sec.), from the Manchester 
Incorporated Law Association; T. HE. Paget (President), 
W.A. Jeavons, J. H. E. Gill, Jas. Thornley, W. Bartlett, 
from the Liverpool Incorporated Law Society ; R. R. Dees 
(Treasurer), T. G. Gibson (Hon. Sec.), C. H. Stanton (Vice- 
President), from the Newcastle-upon-Tyne Incorporated 
Law Society ; T. Marshall (Hon Sec.), J. D. Kay, from the 
Leeds Incorporated Law Society ; C. W. Lawrence (Presi- 
dent), from the Gloucestershire Law Society; J. Gordon, 
Jas. Greenhalgh, from the Bolton Law Society ; W. Banks, 
R. Ascroft, from the Preston Law Society. 

Read letter from Mr. Horton, the Hon. Sec. of the Bir- 
mingham Incorporated Law Society, enclosing copies of 
reports of committees of that society on the Land Titles and 
Transfer Bill, aud on the Mortgages of Trade Fixtures 
Bills, promoted by the Incorporated Law Society and the 
Manchester Incorporated Law Association, together with a 
circular-letter dated 24th April, 1874, and schedule addressed 
to solicitors in Birmingham, 

Read letter from Mr. A. R. Gales, the Hon. Sec. of the 
Sunderland Incorporated Law Society, regretting the 
inability of any of the members of their committee to 
attend, and enclosing copies of resolutions passed by the 
committee of that society in favour of the appointment of 
solicitors of ten years’ standing to the offices of registrar, 
assistant registrar, and examiner of titles under the Act, 
and disapproving of the admission of unprofessional agents 
to tise in matters of registration, and expressing the 

illingness of the society to support the resolutions of the 
association. 

Read a letter from Mr. J. W. Danby, of Lincoln, informing 
the association that the Lincolnshire Law Society was no 

in existence, and requesting to be informed of the 
go 1, of the meeting. 

Read a letter from Mr. W. Allen, of Worcester, Hon. Sec. 
Ofjthe Worcester and Worcestershire Law Society, inform- 
ing the association of the resolutions passed by his society 
in reference to this Bill. 





The Land Titles and Transfer Bill was then considered, 
and the resolutions on that Bill passed which will be found 
elsewhere. 

Supreme Court of Judicature Act.—Draft Rules, 

No resolution was passed on this subject, it being con- 
sidered that it would be necessary to wait for the completion 
of the rules before the portion already printed could be 
critically examined. i 

Professional Remuneration. 

No resolution was passed on this subject. 

Mortgages of Trade Fixtures. 

The two Bills on this subject, promoted by the Ineor- 
porated Law Society and the Manchester Incorporated Law 
Association respectively, were considered, and the following 
resolutions passed :— 

1.—That, in the opinion of this meeting, it is desirable 
that there should be an express enactment on the law of 
trade fixtures, and that the case of freehold and copyhold 
property should be assimilated to that of leasehold pro- 
perty. 

2.—That any security registered under the Bills of 
Sale Act should not be affected by the order and disposition 
clause of the Bankruptcy Act, and that the meeting approves 
of the Bill promoted by the Manchester Incorporated Law 
Association, as a partial remedy for the present unsatisfac- 
tory state of the law. 


(Signed) 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At theusual weekly meeting of the society, held on Tuesday 
evening last at the Law Institution, the following question 
was the subject of the debate, No. 539 Legal :—“‘ Would the 
marking of goods with the initials of the purchaser, by his 
consent, constitute an acceptance under the Statute of 
Frauds?’ Mr. Hargreaves presided. The question was 
carried ia the affirmatiye by a large majority. 


W. H. Guzsr, Chairman. 








ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday 
evening, the subject for the evening's debate being — “ That 
the law should be amonded so as to give effect to the ver- 
dict of the majority of a jury.” The motion was lost by a 
majority of eight. 





BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Tuesday evening 
last, when the following question was discussed :—“ That 
legal frand, if unaccompanied by some degree of moral de- 
liquency, is insufficient to maintain anaction.” The voting 
was largely in favour of the negative. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. N. Wepp Cooke, solicitor, of the firm of Cooke & 
Talbot, Spring-gardens, Charing Cross, has been appointed 
a Commissioner to administer oaths in the Court of Ex- 
chequer. 








OBITUARY. 


oo 


MR. T. THOMPSON. 


Mr. Thomas Thompson, Jate Town Clerk of Hull, died at 
his residence, Spring Hill, Welton (Kast Yorkshire), on the 
19th ult., in his 83rd year. The deceased gentleman was 
admitted an attorney in 1812, and was a member of the 
Society of Antiquaries.. At a recent meeting of the Hall 
Town Council the following resolution was unanimously 

:—“‘ This council desires to place on record an ex- 
pression of its deep regret occasioned by the death of Mr, 
Thomas Thompson, I'.8.A., for upwards of twenty yeara 
town clerk of this borough, and for thirty-three years 
steward of the manor of Tupcoates-with-Myton. The 
council would express its admiration of the high and 
honourable character he sustained during a lots satay 
sional life, and of the fidelity, zeal, learning, and ability he 
at all times exercised, not only in the discharge of his 
official duties, but also on all occasions in furthering the 
welfare of the various institutions and general interests of 
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the town; and the council desires to tender to Mrs. 
Thompson its sincere sympathy and condolence on the 





PROFESSIONAL OPINION ON THE LAND TITLES 
AND TRANSFER BILL. ; 


The council of the Bristol Incorporated Law Society have 

addressed the following letter to the Lord Chancellor :— 
“ Bristol, May, 1874. 

My Lord,—It is with no small satisfaction that we find 
the author of the Bills on this subject as Solicitor-General 
in 1859 resuming now, as Lord Chancellor, the prosecution 
of this important and difficult undertaking. Our prede- 
cessors had the honour to address you, as Solicitor- 
General, in support of your Bills, and proposed some 
amendments suggested by their practical experience, and 
we venture te take a similar course on this occasion. We 
have not, however, been able to give such attention to de- 
tails as we hope to do, being desirous of aiding to the best 
of our ability in perfecting this measure so that legislation 
On this subject may be fairly tested in practice. 

There are, however, some points which have occurred to 
us of considerable importance, and which we think it well 
to lose no time in bringing under your notice. 

The facilities for registering titles not absolutely perfect 
and leasehold interests will in our view induce a large 
number of owners at once to adopt this Bill, and by the 
aid of the proposed Real Property Limitation Bill (the pro- 
visions of which and those of the Vendprs and Purchasers’ 
Bill we most cordially approve) no long time will elapse 
before the limited titles will become perfect. 

Attaching the greatestimportance, as we do, tothe powers 
given by the Bill to bar* the rights of the registered 
owners against all other parties, we think it is essential to 
provide compensation to parties who may be injured by 
errors. which it is impossible to conceive the best con- 
stituted court shall always avoid. We suggest that a very 
small ad valorem fee would soon raise an indemnity fund to 
be appropriated to redress such wrongs ; and such a fund 
will, we are confident, prove of great value in the working 
of the measure. 

We think it of the greatest importance in the interest of 
the public, even before that of the profession, that every 
transaction should be carried out by a solicitor. Even 
dealings in stocks are found needful to be transacted solely 
by a set of responsible persons ; and we feel confident that 
it will be essential to the security of the operations involv- 
ing the ownership of all the real estate of the country, that 
in each case there should be a solicitor responsible for the 
bona fides of the transaction. 

We.suggest that a clause be added to this effect, and that 
the word “ Agent,” which occurs in clause 19, be omitted, 
and the other references in the Bill to ‘‘ agent” be altered 
to the like effect. 


Out of the multiplicity of papers and documents which | 
accumulate in our hauds, numbers of them are treated as, | 


and really are, unimportant; if required to make the affidavit 
suggested in clause 21, it will often happen that for fear of 
mistake the solicitor -will deem it necessary to lay every 
scrap of paper before the registrar, and even with this 
intention, if, in the midst of his incessant engagements, 
through forgetfulness or accident, he make any omission, 
he will be liable to be indicted by any disappointed person. 
For these, amongst other reasons, we entertain great objec- 
tions to this clause. We are aware that a similar provision 
is contained in 25 & 26 Vict. c. 53, but this Act has 
been so little used that this provision has had no practical 
test. 

We venture to suggest, that all the advantage of clause 
21 will be attained by making section 24 of 22 & 23 Viot. 
o. 86 (Lord St. Leonards’ Act) applicable to proceedings 
under this Act in the place of clause 21, which we propose 
should be omitted. 

As the Bill stands, every purchase aud transfer will re- 
quire to be settled at the registry, as no person can be as- 
sured if he pays his money before his transfer is registered 
that some caution or inhibition may not be found which 
will prevent his getting the legal title. We need not point 
out the enormous practical inconvenience of requiring all 


* [Sie —Lp. 8. J.) 





these operations to be settled at the registry. In order to 
obviate the difficulty, we suggest that the registrar should, 
at the instance of the registered proprietor, issue his order 
that entries in the registry be barred for say seven days 
against all persons except the intended transferee. Power 
might be reserved for injunctions, &c., by the court during 
the seven days before actual registration of the transfer. 
Daring this seven days the purchase or other moneys could 
be safely paid on due execution of the transfer, which could 
be registered within the time. 

We venture to say that to give the Bill any fair chance 
of success, provincial registries must at once be provided, 
that the country business be done first hand by the 
solicitors of the parties, instead of their London agents. 

One registry in London must be overwhelmed. There 
will be immediately abundance of work in each of the great 
centres in the provinces. We believe that the attempt to 
centralise all the conveyancing of the country in London, 
even for a time, is too great an evil to be tried. The addi- 
tional expense and inconvenience in the registration and 
transfer of small properties will be an intolerable burden. 

With reference to the officers for the transaction of the 
business, in our view the registrars who aro to decide what 
titles shall be admitted to the register, and under what 
limitations or conditions, should be equal if not superior to 
the Conveyancing Counsel to the Court of Chancery, but 
we see no provision for their geiting the assistance of ex- 
perienced solicitors, who alone are conversant with the 
actual examination of original documents and the practieal 
transaction of conveyancing business. 

We believe that such assistance in the establishing and 
working this measure is of the greatest importance, and 
we confidently submit the point for your consideration.— 
We have the honour to subscribe ourselves, with great re- 
spect, your Lordship’s m ost obedient servants, 

The council of the Bris tol Incorporated Law Society, 

A.Frep Cox, President. 

To the Right Honourable the Lord Cairns, 

Lord High Chancellor of England, Xe. 
Tue AssoctaTsep ProvinciaL Law Socrevigs. 

Ata meeting of deputations from these societies, held at 

Manchester on the 30th April, the following resolutions 
were passed ;— 
* 1,—That great inconvenience and injustic: wouli result 
from the adoption of a system of registration of titles to 
land, without provision for the division of the country into 
districts, and the establishment of registries in convenient 
places in each district, immediately on the commencement 
of the Act. 

2.—That registration ought not to be made compulsory, 


shown that the system is working satisfactorily. 

3.—That under a system of registration of titles and 
transfer, an open register is indispensable, and that the re- 
strictions as to inspection, under the 121st clause of the Bill, 
should be altered accordingly. 

4.—That the basis of registration should be a map. 

5.—That. solicitors should be eligible for appointments 
under the Act. 

6.—That the words ‘‘or agent” should be struck out of 
the Bill, so as to confine the business under the Bill to 
solicitors. 

7.—That in the opinion of this meeting the scalo of 
solicitors’ costs under the Bill, should be based on the ad 
valorem principle of payment. 

8.—That this meeting approves generally of the frame of 
the Bill as a Bill forthe registration of titles and transfer, 
subject to the amendments specified in the foregoing reso- 
lutions, and to further amendments in detail, on points 
which the resolutions do not touch. 

9.—That in order to give effect to the foregoing resolu. 
tions, Messrs. Bateson Wood, Dees, Lawrence, Gill, and 
Marshall, or any other members of the association in their 
place, be appointed a deputation on behalf of the association 
to wait upon the Lord Chancellor and Attorney-General ; 
and to endeavour to obtain, through them, a modification of 
the clauses of the Bill, in accordance with such resolutions ; 
and that the proceedings of this meeting and a general re- 
| port on the Bill be prepared, printed, and circulated at the 
| expense of the association among the country Law 

Societies and their co-operation invited ; and that the atten- 
| tion of members of Parliament be called to the views of 
I the association. 








but that it should be voluntary only, until experience has 
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DR. KENEALY AND a" eens OF GRAY’S 


Dr. Kenealy publishes in the Englishman the following 
report of the special committee of benchers of Gray’s Inn, 
with reference to the charges against him, which are to be 
heard on Saturday next :— 


** Gray’s Inn. 

In pursuance of the resolutions of pension made on the 
18th day of March, 1874, whereby it was resolved that— 

Having regard to the observations of the judges who 
presided at the trial of the case of Queen v. Castro, alias 
‘Orton, alias Tichborne, and of the jury by whom the case was 
tried, with reference to the conduct of Dr. Kenealy as 
leading counsel for the defendant, and also having regard to 
the letters purporting to have been written and published by 
Dr. Kenealy subsequently in the Standard newspaper of the 
9th and 10th instant, with reference to the trial, it is, in the 
opinion of the Masters of this Bench, incumbent upon them 
to institute an inquiry into Dr. Kenealy’s conduct. 

That such committee do consist of the present Treasurer, 
Mr, Tatham, Mr. Manisty, Q.C., Mr. Southgate, Q.C., Mr. 
Russell, Q.C., and Mr. Fooks, Q.C., and that three be a 
quorum. Your committee beg to report that they have con- 
sidered the matter and have prepared, and beg to submit to 
the Masters of the Bench, the charges which in their opinion 
Dr. Kenealy should be called upon to answer, 

Charges of alleged misconduct on the part of Dr. Kenealy 
during and with reference to the trial of the case the Queen 
v. Castro alias Orton alias Tichborne, in which he acted as 
leading counsel for the defendant. 

That, not regarding his duties and responsibilities as a 
barrister and a Master of the Bench of the Honourable Society 
of Gray’s Inn, he misconducted himself. 

1. By unjustifiably accusing members of the Tichborne 
family of a conspiracy to ruin the defendant in order to 
prevent him recovering the Tichborne Estates, and with that 
view of exercising undue influence and committing bribery 
to induce witnesses to give false testimony on the part of the 
prosecution. 

2. By unjustifiably accusing several of the witnesses for 
the prosecution (including Mr. Seymour, Lord Bellew, Mr. 
Gosford, Captain Oates, Mrs. McAlister, Mrs. Hayley, Mrs. 
Jury, Mary Anne Loader, Robert Jury, Mrs. Fairhead, and 
Mrs. Jackson) of perjury induced and brought about in some 
cases by bribery, and in one case (namely, that of Mr. Gosford) 
also by the compounding of a felony. 

3. By unjustifiably accusing Mr. Bowker, Mr. Seymour, 
and Lord Bellew, of inventing the idea that Sir Roger 
Tichborne was tatooed, and of conspiring together to procure 
the destruction of the defendant by false evidence. 

4. By unjustifiably accusing the authorities in the College 
of Stonyhurst of abominable and immoral conduct. 

5. By unjustifiably attacking the character of several 
other persons, including Mr. Childers, and Mr. Chichester 
Fortescue. 

6. By unjustifiably accusing persons who had the conduct 
of the prosecution of knowingly putting forward false evidence 
against the defendant, and advisedly withholding true evidence 
which they knew, or believed, to be favourable to the 
Aefendant. : 

7. In this, that after the trial was concluded, and after the 
presiding judges had stated that there was no foundation for 
the before-mentioned accusations, and after the jury had 
expressed their opinion that the accusations of bribery, con- 
spiracy, and undue influence were entirely devoid of founda- 
tion, coupled with a statement that they regretted exceed- 
ingly the violent language and demeanour of the leading 
counsel for the defendant in his attacks upon the conduct of 
the prosecution, and upon several of the witnesses produced 
in the case, he wrote and caused to be published in the 
Standard newspaper of the 9th of March, 1874, a letter dated 
the 7th March, of which the following is a copy.” [Here 
follows copy of the letter. ] 

* Lastly, in this, that in his address to the jury, and in his 
said letter of the 7th of March, 1874, he unjustifiably attacked 
the character and conduct of the jadges who presided at the 
trial. Sicnep, Joun L. Tatuam, Chairman. 
Gray’s Ion. 

At a special pension holden on Wednesday, April 1 1874. 

It is ordered—on the motion of Dr. Stephens, seconded by 
Mr. Wigg, and carried—That the report of the committee be 
received and adopted, and that Dr. Kenealy be called upon 
to answer the charges, 





Ordered also—on the motion of Mr. Wilde, seconded by Mr. 
Whishaw, and carried—That a copy of the report, and of the 
above resolution be sent to Dr. Kenealy. 

Ordered, further—on the motion of the treasurer, which 
was carried—That a special pension be holden on Saturday, 
the 16th day of May next, at ten o’clock in the forenoon, 
the Pension Chamber in Gray’s Inn Hall, to hear Dr. 
Kenealy in answer to the charges ; and that a copy of this 
resolution be sent to Dr. Kenealy. 

Cuarxes Epmunp Banxs, Steward.” 





THE STAMP DUTY ON CONVEYANCES. 


‘¢A Lancashire Solicitor,” writing to the Manchester 
Guardian, says:—Would you allow me to call public 
attention to a “serious obstacle to dealings with real 
property,” and one of the principal sources of the “ expense 
attending the transfer of land,” referred to in the Queen’s 
speech, which does not appear to be touched by the new 
Land Transfer Bill? I allude to the excessive stamp i d 
payable by law on conveyances of landed property. 
duty is now no less than one-half per cent. on the purchase. 
money, while the duty on mortgages is only one-eighth per 
cent. In the case of the sale of a couple of farms worth £400 
a year, for instance, the stamp duty on conveyance is about 
£60, and in the case of the sale of large estates the duty 
frequently amounts to hundreds of pounds, The result is 
that in ordinary cases the stamp duty exceeds all the other 
charges payable by the purchaser put together, and makes 
the total expense of a transfer very considerable. This daty 
seems to me to be a tax on land levied in the most inconvenient 
and unjust manner, because it has generally to be paid by 
the purchaser at a time when he is straining his resources 
to procure the money for the estate, and it has a direct 
tendency to restrict and fetter the trausfer of land. 

I consider, too, that solicitors have a just ground for com. 
plaint in that they are practically made the collectors of the 
tax without any remuneration whatever, inasmuch as they 
are bound under heavy penalties to see that the proper stamp 
duty is affixed to every conveyance in which they are cone 
cerned, and they have, therefore, first to pay the tax them- 
selves and then include the smount in their bills. What 
would be the effect upon the cotton or iron trade if a stam 
duty of 10s. had to be paid for every £100 worth of cage 
sold, and what would the iron and cotton brokers say if they 
were made responsible for the due payment of the tax on 
every transaction which passed through their hands? And yet 
the expressed intention of the new Land Transfer Bill is to 
make land as freely transferable from one person to another 
as any other description of property. 

A short clause might, I think, advantageously be intro- 
duced into the new Land Transfer Bill, at all events to 
reduce the duty to the same amount as that paid on 
mortgages, especially as the necessity of obtaining certifi- 
cates of title will in all probability increase very con- 
siderably the expense of conveyancing, at all events for the 
next few years, until the land has once got upon the register, 

It would be some encouragement to purchasers of land 
to incur the expense of obtaining certificates of title, if they 
were relieved from an impost, which would swell the expense 
of the transaction to a considerable total. ‘There is no doubt 
that the effect of such @ proviso, especially under the new 
Act, would be largely to increase the number of conveyances 
on which duty would be paid, as at the present time all 
kinds of expedients are resorted to for the purpose of avoiding 
the payment of stamp duties in large transactions. The duty 
at present is in fact, in many cases, almost a prohibitory one, 
and prevents many dealings with land from being carried out 
in a legal and busi like Take, for instance, the 
case of a firm of cotton spinners, whose mill is worth £40,000, 
and is mortgaged for half the amount. Such a firm cannot 
in any way deal with their interest in the property—even by 
taking in or paying out a partner, for instance—without the 
payment of a stamp duty of £200, #.e., 10s. per cent. on the full 
value of the mill, unless some expedient is resorted to for the 
purpose of avoiding the stamp duty payable by law on the 
transaction. 

It seems to me that on the conveyance of property subject 
to an existing mortgage, stamp duty ought only to be charged 
on the net parchase-money actually paid, as in all other cases, 
because the heavier the mortgage is, the less likely is the 
purchaser to be able to pay a tax on the full value of the 
estate. As the result of some practical experience in convey- 
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‘ancing, I am of opinion that if a clause were introduced into 
the new Land Transfer Bill reducing the stamp duty on con- 
veyances to the same amount as the duty on mortgages, and 
providing that the duty should be paid in all cases on the 
actual purchase-money only, it would do more practically 
~to lessen the expense of conveyancing,” and remove a more 
‘€ serious obstacle to dealings with real property,” than any 
other provision of the measure, and at the same time I do not 
believe that the revenue would suffer to any appreciable 
extent by the change. 





LEGAL ITEMS. 

A meeting of the Liverpool magistrates was held on 
Tuesday to consider the provisions of the Licensing Bill, at 
which a resolution was passed, deprecating any change in 
the present hours, or in the penalties for breaking the law, 
or any attempt to re-create unwise distinctions between 
public-houses and beerhouses. 

On Wednesday the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society dined in their Hall. Among the guests were the 
Right Hon. Spencer Walpole, the Right Hon. Sir J. 
Colville, Mr. Justice Keating, Mr. Justice Archibald, Mr. 
Karslake, Q.C., Mr. S. B. Bristowe, Q.C., M.P., Mr. 
Bagshawe, Q.C., the Rev. J. Moran, and others, many of 
whom were members of the society. 

‘*How much better it would have been to have shaken 
hands and allowed it was alla mistake,” said a Detroit justice 
of the peace, quoted by the Albany Law Journal, to a couple 
‘of belligerents who were brought before him, ‘‘ then the lion 
and lamb would have lain down together, and the white 
robed ce would have fanned you with her wings, and 
elevated you with her smiles of approbation ; but no, you 
went to clawing and biting, and rolling in the mud, and 
here you are ; its five dollars a-piece.” 

The London correspondent of the Leeds Mercury affirms 
that the Act upon which the Bishop of Exeter proceeded 
in the late reredos case narrowly escaped being scheduled 
as spent, that is, exhausted, and no longer of force, in one of 
the bills of the Statute Law Commissioners. There seems 
to have been a division of opinion among the Commissioners 
as to whether the Act in question (3 & 4 Edw. 6, c. 10) was 
spent or not. A curious compromise was arrived at, The 
Act was not scheduled, but, on the other hand, it was 
omitted from the revised edition of the statutes. 

The London correspondent of the Manchester Guardian 
thus describes the aspect of the House of Lords while the 
Land Transfer Bills were passing through Committee. ‘* The 
two Houses of Parliament presented an appearance of almost 
complete stagnation for several hours to-night, although in 
the Lords good practical work was being done in advancing 
the Lord Chancellor’s Land Transfer Bills. But these bills 
were during the greater portion of the time in committee, and 
at that stage it is as a rule quite hopeless for anyone not 
favoured with a seat very near the table to attempt to discover 
what their Lordships are about. On the second of the 
measures, the Land Titles and Transfer Bill, some discussion 
occurred. It was confined to four law lords, three of them 
being ex-chancellors on the Liberal side—Lords Hatherley, 
Selborne, and O’Hagan; and the fourth being the Lord 
Chancellor. These learned peers had the matter, whatever it 
was, wholly to themselves; for their observations were for the 
most part inaudible beyond a narrow circle. Lord}Hatherley, 
having lost even that sense of dignified responsibility which 
led him, when on the woolsack, to speak with some degree of 
comparative deliberation, rattled along at that headlong pace 
which used to make his judgments the marvel of Lincoln’s-inn. 
Lord Selborne turned his back upon the House and talked at 
the chair ‘The observations of the latter and of Lord O’ Hagan, 
while distinct enough, were almost unintelligible, because the 
context which might have furnished a key to their meaning 
had not been heard; and thus a series of critical remarks upon 
an important question of law, doubtless of much value, was 

‘entirely lost.” 

On Tuesday afternoon a deputation from the Manchester 
Chamber of Commerce waited upon the Lord Chancellor to 
urge him to promote a Bill relating to mortgages of 
trade fixtures on the basis of the Bill prepared by the 
Manchester Chamber of Commerce. Sir Thomas Bazley 
introduced the deputation, which comprised Messrs. E. 
Ashworth, Hugh Mason, T. Cooke, and S. Ogden. Mr. 
Glugh Mason said they were a committee appointed by the 





} 
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Manchester Chamber of Commerce to consider the Bills of 
Sales Act and mortgages of trade fixtures. The Lord Chan- 
cellor said he had read the report and the copy of the bill sent 
to him, but could not quite see the object of one or two of the 
clauses, Mr, Cooke explained their intention, but added that 
the Bill was a sort of amateur document drawn up by the 
Manchester Chamber without any legal assistance, and there- 
fore might require remodelling. The object of the deputation 
was toask the Lord Chancellor to introduce it as a Govern- 
ment measure, or invite his Lordship to support one if 
introduced by a private member. In reply to the Lerd 
Chancellor, Mr. Cooke said he was not aware whether there was 
a Bill in the House like that they proposed, but Mr. Lopes 
had a bill, entitled the Bills of Sale (1854) Amendment Act. 

Several questions having been asked and answered, the 

Lord Chancellor said he had carefully read the draft of the 

Bill, ard thought the subject of such importance that he would 
bring in a Bill himself, if nothing arose to prevent it ; but 

this he could not at present foresee. At his Lordship’s 
request the deputation undertook to see Mr. Lopes, with a 
view to combining the two Bills and initiating the one Bill in 

the House of Lords. 





ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


— 


List of GENTLEMEN applying to be admitted as Ar- 
TORNEYS, and for Re-Apmission ; and Taxrne Ovr and 
Renewat of CerriricatTEs. 

Ainsworth, Arthur Eccles—Thos. C. Ainsworth, Black- 
burn; T. Edelston, Preston. 

Allan, Charles George—James T. Simpson, 62, Moorgate- 
street, E.C. 

Andrew, Alfred—T. I. Hooper, Biggleswade; Wm. King, 
50, Lombard-street. 

Bantoft, John Henry—Alfred Bantoft, Selby. 

Barber, Robert—Walter Browne, Nottingham ; Wm. Gib- 
son, Nottingham. 

Barker, Richard, jun.—Joseph Barber Haxby, Leicester. 

Barker, Arthur William—Edward J. Barker, 45, Bedford- 
row. 

Benjamin, Nathaniel Hyman, LL.B.—John Thos. Camp- 
bell, 17, Warwick-street, Regent-street. 

Bird, Stephen—T. Z. Goldring, 59, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; 
E. Mackeson, 56, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Blaker, Evelyn Birrer—Wm. Greaves, 2, Raymond-build- 
ings; A. H. Williams, Brighton and Shoreham. 

Blunt, Charles—Jno. B. Fowler, Leicester. 

Blythe, Alfred Benton—Jno. A. Radcliffe, 20, Craven-street 

Boyce, Herbert Edward—S. Bircham, 46, Parliament- 
street. 

Bramwell, Thomas Young—Thos. C. Lietch, North Shields. 

Broad, Thomas John—Thos. Horwood, Aylesbury. 

Brooke, Robert—Brooke & Hughes, Margate; A. C. 
Sharpe, 8, Furnival’s Inn. 

Brough, Joseph—Jos. Knight, Newcastle-under-Lyme. 

Budge, Philip Edwd. Lionel— Myles Ariel Clarke, Bristol. 

Burgess, Richard, jun.—Edward H. Barlee, 52, Old 
Broad-street. 

Bartonshaw, William—Thomas T. Pearson, Crowle. 

Butler, Richard Lovel—George S. Butler, Rye; Wm. F. 
Gush, 3, Finsbury Circus. 

Chamberlain, Lionel Percy—H. A. Owston, 
Alfred Anstie, 55, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Credland, Alfred—William Rylance, Manchester. 

Crowdy, James, jun.—James Crowdy, 17, Serjeants Inn, 
Fleet-street ; Messrs. Young, Maples, & Co., 6 Frede- 
ricks Place, Old Jewry. 

Davies, John David—John Jenkins, Llanidloes. 

Davis, Conrad John—Edwin Low, 12, Bread-street, Cheap- 
side. 

Douglas, Thomas--Christopher Hughes, Northampton. 

Driffield, Edwd. Towashend—Henry Ward Collins, Liver- 


Leicester ; 


pool. 
Durbidge. George—George White, Guildford. 
Edgworth, Thomas John—George Birch, Lichfield. 
Elliott, Albert Augustine—James Hopgood, 174, Whitehall. 


lace. 
Elliott, John—John H. Taylor, Windermere ; John Fisher, 
Windermere. 
Evans, James Fothergill—James Evans, Chepstow. 
Fisher, Thomas—Thomas Martineau, Birmingham. 
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Flower, John Henry—Messrs. John O. Taylor & Sons, 
Norwich. 

Gardiner, William Mansfield—William Gardiner, Uxbridge. 

Girling, Thomas Barker—Richard Lee Mayhew, Saxmund- 
ham; Charles James Abbot, 8, New Inn, Strand. 

Glaisby, Edward—Joseph Wilkinson, York. 

Godlee, Arthur—Frederick H. Janson, 41, Finsbury-circus. 

Gregson, John Harry—Sydney Alleyne, Tonbridge ; Thomas 
Faller Walker, Tonbridge. 

Grigson, Richard—Edward Robert Grigson, Watton. 

Haines, John Pleydell Wilton—Frederick ‘Wilton, 
Gloucester. 

Haley, Joseph—Gecrge R. Mossman, Bradford. 

Hall, George Hall—Francis Lamb, 35, Bedford-row. 

wie William Henry—William Sheffield, 68, Old Broad- 
street. 

Hesketh, John—Henry Atkinson, 14, Marsden-street, City. 

Horner, George Bernard—J. R. Horner, Manchester ; and 
J. A. Smith, Manchester. 

Hadson, Thomas—Sir Joseph Heron, Knt., Manchester. 

= Andrew Marvel—John Hearfield, Kingston-upon- 

ull. 

James, Edward—John Smale Torr, 38, Bedford-row. 

Johnson, Gordon—Saffery, W. Johnson, 5, Gray’s Inn- 
square. 

Julius, Villiers Alexander—Frederic W. Steward, 49, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields. 

Keeping, Tom Jeffrey—Cyril M. M. Rawlins, 66, Gresham 

ouse, 

Kemp, Alfred Charles—Richard Boyer, 14, Old Jewry 
Chambers. 

King, George Lander—T. Donnithorne, 30, Gracechurch- 
street ; C. K. Sharp, 31 and 32, Lombard-street. 

Kirkland, John William—Thomas William Denman, East 
Retford. 

Lee, Edmund—George Robinson, Skipton. 

Lee, Edward Henry—Charles Best, Birmingham. 





| Tinve, James Campellen—Richard Dawes, jun., 9, Angele , 


Rice, Wm. Henry—Henry Thomas Spring, 9, New-square 
Lincoln’s Inn. 

Ridley, Clement Cotterell—Alfred Burton Cowdell, 26, 
Budge-row. 

Roberts, Robert Jones—Jno. Roberts, Bangor; and Wm. 
Tucker Bloxam, 1, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Rogers, Wm. Langworthy—Richard Andrews, Modbury. 

Sadler, Thos. John—J. D. Sadler, Horsham ; G. Josselyn 
Ipswich ; Francis T. King, Bath. 

Sadler, William Henry—Hammond Davis, Horsham. 

Scowcroft, Walter—John Hall, Bolton ; James Gooden, 
Bolton. 

Seago, Frank—Wm. Rix Seago, Lowestoft ; 
Henslowe Bedford, 9, King’s Bench Walk. 

Shepard, Joha Alexander— Horace Shepard, Tredegar. 

Smith, Chas. Frederick—Chas. Richard Copeman, Liver- 


Edward 


ool. 

aaa Melancthon Barton—Thos. Spurr Hall. 

Taylor, Francis James—John Taylor, Bakewell. 

Tedder, James George—Chas, Grundy, 26, Budge-row. 

Tee, Thomas Joseph—James Tee, 7, Frederick’s-place, Old 
Jewry. 

eauh John, jun.—Joseph M. Barret, Leeds; Morton 
Barret, Leeds ; John G. Turner, Leeds. 

Thomas, John—Richard Aubery, Essery, Swansea. 

Thompson, Walter Powlett—J. Thompson, 23, Lincoln’s - 
inn-fields ; W. Coppard Beaumont, 23, Lincoln’s-ian - 
fields. 

Thompson, Wm., jun—Alfred Watson, York. 

Thropp, Frederick—Thomas F, Brown, Lincoln; William 
Harrison, Lincoln. 


court, Throgmorton-street. 


: Tompson, Charles Hardy—Henry Griffin Deane, Colchester, 


Lockyer, Geo., jan.—John L. Pulling, 3, Adelaide-place, 


City. 

Makepeace, Thomas—Frederick Wills, Birmingham. 

Marcy, Arthur—George Marcy, Wellington. 

Marcy, James—George Marcy, Wellington. 

Marshall, George—Robert E. Large, 13, South-square, 
— Ino; and Charles P. Pritchard, 77, King William- 

reet. 
Malkin, Henry—Joseph Challinor, Leek. 
Marten, Alexander—John M. Head, Reigate. 


and L. W. Gregory, Bromley, Kent. 

Massey, Joseph-—Johin Ansdell, St. Helen's ; Arthur Stanley 
Mather, Liverpool. 

Mennel, Philip—E. G. Elwes, 9, Furnival’s Inn. 

a William Thomas—W. W. Brunton, West Hartle- 
pool, 

ve Wm. John Tym—William Tym Middleton, 

ne. 


ee Edward—William Thrush Jefferson, Northaller- 
n 


Miles, Arthur Stuart—William Norris, Tenbury. 

Milles, Charles William—George G. Buckston, 8, White- 
hall-place 

Mills, Henry—Joseph Sale and William H. Sale. Derby. 

Molyneux, Edwin Henry—Alexander Devas Druce, 10, 
Billiter-square. 

Montague, C. A. Haythorne—T. F. Simpson, Tunbridge 
Wells; and Wr. Sprott, Mayfield, Sussex. 

Mortiner, Charles Edward—Bruatton John Ford, Exeter. 

Nash, Henry Morgan—William Sweet, Bristol. 

Nightingale, James—George C. Morrison, Reigate. 

Palmer, Walter Howitt—Augustus Hawks, Hertford. 

Palmer, William White—James Hodgson Lloyd, 4, 
Bloomsbury-square. 

Papworth, Oliver—Henry John Whitehead, Cambridge. 

Pears, Henry Temple—James Richard Upton, 20, Austin 
Friars. 

Pearse, Wm. Bard—John Pearse, Hatherleigh. 

Pettengill, James—James Townley, 2, Gresham-buildings. 

Philpots, Thos. Henry—C. E. Large, Leamington Priors. 

Pulteney, Francis Basil, B.A.—Alfred Markby, 9, New- 
square, Lincoln's Inn. 

Radford, Alfred Harvey—Thos. Lister Farrar, Manchester; 
and Thos. Joseph Gill, Manchester. 

Richardson, Morris—William Small, Burton-on-Trent. 


Ward, William Francis—Thomas M. Gipp, Chelmsford. 

Watkin, John Woodlands—George Kewney, Nerth Shields ; 
Thomas ©. Lietch, North Shields. 

‘Wayman, Harry—John Joseph Nunn. Downham Market ; 
Thomas Lancelot Reed, Downham Market. 

Wayman, Harry Gooch—Messrs. Partridge & Greene, Bury 
St. Edmund’s. 

Webb, William—Charles Henry Willshire, Great Yarmouth. 

Webb, Thomas Southey—Matthew Webb, Bournemouth. 

Wigmore, Edward—James Milnes Jennings, Great Driffield. 


| Wilkins, Henry—Richard Nation, 4, Orchard-street, Port- 


man-square, 


. : Williams, James--George Morley Saunders, Wrath.upon- 
Martin, Thomas Frederic—T. Martin, New Wimbledon; | 


Dearne. 
Wilson, Arthur Vyvyan—Francis 'P. Johns, Blandford. 


' Wood, Edmund Pulley—Leslie Creery, Ashford; Edgar 





Goble, Fareham. 
Wood, John Richardson—John Prescod Wood, York. 


Notices of Apuissiow for Trinity Term, 1874, pursuant 
to Judge’s Orders. . 
Terrell, Gilbert Howard—Alexander Forsyth, 27, Leaden- 
hall-street. 


Norices of Apmission for Easter Texm, 1874, pursuant 
to Judge’s Orders. 

Bray, Henry Malthus—Messrs. H. & W. Bray, 99, Great 
Russell-street, Bloomsbury. 

Cartwright, Wm. Edward—Thomas Harding, Newcastle- 
under-Lyme. 

Lidgard, Jn. Armitage, B.A.— John Richardson, Man- 
chester. 

Lewis, John Pryse—John P. Jones, Denbigh. 

Nightingale, James—George C. Morrison, Reigate. 

Parish, Frederick —Wickham Flower, 1 and 2, Great Win. 
chester-street-buildings. 

Sewell, Edward Clare—Joseph Sewell, Cirencester, Glou- 
cester; and Wr. S. Prichard, 27, Bedford-row. 


Southern, Frederick Boam—Jn. Southern, Burnley, Lan- - 


caster; and T. Nowell, Burnley, Lancaster. 

Stallard, Thomas Garrold—John Stallard, Worcester ; and 
Thomas White & Sons, 11, Bedford-row. 

Walton, John Lawson—Jesse D. Nickinson, 51, Chancery- 
lane. 
Norrces of Apmisston for Trinrry VAcation, 1874. 

Abrahams, Abraham—William Francis, Liverpool; J. W. 
Sykes, 31, St. Swithin’s-lane. 

Anderson, Francis Henry—Henry Anderson, late of York ; 
W. F. Parr, York. : 

Bailey, Hy. Geo, jun,—Henry Kinueir, Swindon. 
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Barrett, James Salter—Edward Lawrence, 14, Old Jewry 
Chambers; Richard Plews, 31, Mark-lane. 

Beech Joseph—Fred. Wood, Gainsborough; Fred. An- 
drew & Wm. Manby, Lincoln. 

Binns, Edmunds Knowles, articled as Edmund Binns— 
Hubert Henri Sugg, Sheffield; Edward Henry Rickards, 
29 Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; George Edward Gee, Sheffield. 

Bowly, Francis Hamilton—Geo. Whitcombe, Gloucester ; 
Thomas Charles Mills, 8 New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Boyd, George Fenwick—Thomas Greenwood Teale, Leeds. 

Castle, George— William Robert Philp, 17, Queen Victoria- 
street; Charles Francis Yorke, 252, Marylebone-road. 

Clowes, John Storey — John Clowes, Gt. Yarmouth ; 
Arthur Thomas, Sheffield; W. H. Gray, 9, Bow Church- 
yard, City. 

Crane, Charles Henry —Henry Parkinson Sharp, 92, 
Gresham House. 

Crowther, George Oastler—William E. Woodall, Scar- 
borough. 

Cruttwell, Walter H. W.—George A. Daniel, Frome. 

Davis, Edward Charles—Wilberforce Heelas, Stroud. 

Dighton, John—John Bligh Stanlev, Bristol. 

Drummond. Charles John — Charlies Alexander Adamson, 
Tynemouth. 

Evans, Peter Mwyndeg—Thomas Williams Rogers, 16, 
Mark-lane. 

Fox, William Scott—Edward Clarke, 13, St. Mary’s-square, 
Paddington ; Thomas William Burr, 13, St. Mary’s-equare, 
Paddington. : 

Gibson, John Frederick—T, G. Gibson, Newcastle. 

Hancock, Edwin Moore—Robert Edward Moore, Ply- 
mouth. 

Hicks, William—Francis Fearon, 21, Great George-street, 
Westminster. 

King. Jos. Edmd. Sheppard—Joseph King, 16 North- 
buildings. 

Lamb, Chas. Edw. Tranter—G. W. Armstrong, 33, Old 
Jewry ; Armstrong, 33, Old Jewry. 

Lewis, Marcus Herbert—A. C. Lewis, 7, Furnival’s Inn. 

Lock, Robert—Henry Cooke, Bristol. 

Locke, Chas. Wollaston—F. S, Champion, Brighton; J. M. 

Pollard, Ipswich; C. L. Smiles, 15 Bedford-row. 

Maud Edwd. Fletcher—Edwd Maud, Leeds; W. T. Shack- 
leton, Leeds. 

Michelmore, Thos. Wilson—John Gwynne, Tenby. 

Morton, Chas. Henry—F. Avison, Liverpool. 

O'Neill, William Lane—J. P. May, 2, Princes-street, Spital- 
square 

Owles, Eustace William—W. Garner, 7, Bouverie-street; 
z R, Rogerson, Liverpool; J. Y. Paterson, 7, Bouverie- 
street 

Parker, Henry John—A. R. Hudson Pershore; J. H. Stret- 
ton, 75. Cornhill 

Preston, Thos, Parkinson—Thos. Johnson, Lancaster. 

Pybus, William Mark—J. A. D. Shipley, Newcastle. 

Quick, Robert—W. B. Smith, 7, New-square. 

Riley, Henry Lindon—T. Beasley, St. Helen's; J. Peace, 
8, Coanoery-lane. 

Rivolta, John Ledbrooke—D. A. Rivolta, 61, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fielde ; A. C. Cronin, 3, Bloomsbury-square. 

Rowsell, Henry Bishop — J. Stock, 7, Gray’s-inn-place; 
H, F. Lynch, 11, Staple-inn, 

Rubinstein, Maurice Sam]. — T, R. Kent, 8, Serjeant’s- 
inn. 

Sanderson, Chas. Augustus — Jas. Robinson Tomlin, 
Richmond, York ; J. L. Lomlin, 9, Old Burlington. street. 

Shield, Joseph Riddley—Wm. Johnson, 2, New-inn. 

Shittler, John Robert—Rowland Jas. Ticehurst, Chelten. 
ham. 

Sidney, Marlow Williamf—M. W. J. Sidney, Blyth; 
Fredk. Buckle, 25, Fenchurch-street, 

Smith, George Green—William Hartcup, Bungay. 

Speakman, Ed. Mackenzie—.J, R. Lingard, Manchester. 

Sprott, James Henry—W. Sprott, Mayfield, Sussex; J. 
Sprott, Shrewsbury. 

Swaffield, Silvester Kdwd.—G. E. Gee, Chesterfield ; H. 
Stevens, Gray’s Inn Chambers. 

Thompson, Chas. Allan—J. E. T. Graham, Scarborough. 

Tibbits, Clement Wm.—Geo. Tibbits, Chester. 

Tibbits, James George—Geo. Tibbits, Chester. 

Tillett, Edward Arthur—James Wm, Clabburn, Norwich. 

Turner, George Sidney—H. T. Turner, Maidenhead ; R, 
A. Ward, Maidenhend. 

Weld, Henry Corbin—Albert Dixon, 10, Bedford-row. 





White, Luke—Geo. Hodgson, Great Driffield. 

Renewep Notices of Apmissron for Easter Terx, 1874, 

Charles, Philip Affleck — Geo. H. Garrad, Evesham, “ 
Worcester; Thos. B. Young, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; and 
Alfred Anstie, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Cooper, William Way—Chas. M. Wade, Saffron Walden, 
Essex ; and Walter W. Aldridge, 31, Bedford-row, Middle- 
sex. 

Darlington, Henry—Ralph Darlington, Wigan, Lancaster. 

Dixon, Alfred Gill—Wm. Moordaff, Cockermouth. 

Eyre, Charles Lewis—Geo. L. P. Eyre, 1, John-street, 
Bedford-row. 

Firhank. William—Chas. B. Fox, Newport, Monmouth. 

George, Thos. Sanderson—Wm. George, Bradford. 

Gibbons, Herbert Henry—Wm. S. Peas, Liverpool. 

Gray, George Frederick—Thos. Ciark, Dean’s-cou rt, St. 
Paul’s-churchyard ; and 1, Bell-yard, Doctors’-commons. 

Hammonds, John Alfred—Marens Louis, Ruthin; A. O. 
Kirby, 1, Old Palace-yard, Westminster. 

Hardingham, A. Shortridge—Henry Gibbon, 32, Great 
James-street, Bedford-row. 

Hargreaves. Henry—Wm. Wheeler, Blackburn. 

Harrison, Francis Law—Geod. Hinds, Staplehurst. 

Henderson, Alfred—Edgar E. Salmon, Bristol; and Chas. 
F. Tagart, 38, Bedford-row. 

Henly, Edward Robert—David J. Stokes, Chippenham, 
Wilts, 

Harding, Thomas Murray—Stephen B. Dixon, Pewsey, 
Wilts. 

Hodgson, John — Chas. E. Bretherton, Liverpool; and 
Jas. Hannen, Birkenhead, Chester. 

Holland, Edward Lancelot—Wm. H. Withall, 19, Great 
George-street, Westminster ; and Henry R. Freshfield, 5, 
Bank-buildings, City. 

Jeffery, Francis Ronald—Richard Woof, Worcester. 

Norton, Joseph — Isaac Ablett, 65, Cambridge-terrace, 
Hy de-park. : 

Owen, Morris—Richard D. Williams, Carnarvon. 

Palmer, George — Geo. Palmer (deceased), Rugeley, 
Stafford ; and Abraham A. Flint, Uttoxeter, Stafford. 

Parnell, Henry Edward—Thos. 8. Parnell, Bristol. 

Paulin, Thomas—Robt. Shur, 3, King’s-road, Bedford- 


row. 

Shepard, Jno. Alexander—Horace Shepard, Tredegar. 

Shepherd, Reginald Arthur — Thos. Shepherd, Beverley, 
York. 

Smith, William Henry — Jno. Phillips, Hastings; and 
Chas. Champion, 17, Ironmonger-lane, Cheapside, 

Steward, Thos. Henry—Chas. H. Lovell, 3, Gray’s-inn- 
square ; and Thos. W. Payne, 2. King’s-road, Bedford-row. 

— Thos. — Thos. W. Stewart, Newcastle-upon- 

'yne. 

Sturge, Francis—Henry H. Lloyd, Thornbury, Gloucester. 

Temple, Henry Fravcis—George Masefield, Ledbury. 

Ward, Charles Bernard — Wm. Hunt, Nottingham; Hy. 
Ed. Hunt, Nottingham; and Taylor & Co., 28, Gt. James. 
street. 

Webb, Walter—Henry Webb, Argyll-street, Regent- 
street. 

Williams, Romer—John H. James, 62, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields. 

Wright, Francis George—Robt. J. Parker, Selby, York. 
Norices of Aprrications to Take Our and Renew 
ArrorNeys’ CERTIFICATES. 

Baker, Alfred, Hardsfield-within- Macclesfield ( 9th May). 

Best, Wm. Martin, Stockton, Durham (9th May). 

Bishop, Robert, Vancouver Island; and East Looe, Corn- 
wall (16th Apri’). 

Black, Arthur, 11, Queen Anne-street (9th May). 

Bone, Forster John, 17, Hornton-street, Ken sington; 17 
Southwick-street, Bayswater; Barnes; and 41, Bedford- 
row (9th May). 

Bull, Henry, 51, Aldridge-road-villas, Westbourne-park 
(9th May). 

Clark, Edwd. Thos. Langport, Somerset; and Snaith 
Yorkshire (9th May). 

Crewe, Wm. Outram, Liverpool (9th May) 

— Peter Williamson, Rock Ferry, Chester (9th 

ay). 

Gaisford, Ed. Sands, 20, Burton Cres., Euston-road; and 
19, Euston-square (9th May) 

Groves, George, Middleham, York (9th May). 

Haworth, James, Bolton (17th April). 

= Jowitt, Manningham; Bradford ; and Teeds (9th 

ay). 
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Ledger, Chas. {Fredk., Kingston-upon-Hull, Bradford; 
and Bridlington (9th May). - 

Nicholson, Alfred, Bedford (9th May). 

Parker, J. T., 2, Cuaroline-place, Mecklenburgh-square ; 
and 5, Powis-gardens (17th April). 

Radcliffe, Chas. Henry, Salisbury (9th May). 

Ramsey, Robert Crook, Seacombe, Chester (9th May). 

Street, John Widgery, Saint Leonards, near Sydney, 
N.S. W.; and 328, Camden-road (9th May). 

West, Fredk, jun., the Waldrons, Croydon; and 66, 
Cannon-street (9th May). 

Yarborough, Richard Cooke, 3, Ann’s-villas, Notting-hill 
(9th May). 





COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Notice. 

During the Whitsun Vacation :— 

All applications which are of an urgent nature are to be 
made to the Master of the Rolls. 

The Master of the Rolls will sit at the Rolls house on 
Friday, the 15th May, 1874, at twelve o'clock. 

In cases of great emergency, applications to the Master of 
the Rolls may be sent by book-post, prepaid, accompanied 
with the brief of counsel, endorsed with the terms of the 
order applied for, and a copy of such endorsement on fools- 
cap paper with a stamped envelope addressed to the solicitor 
making the application, and a stamped envelope addressed 
to the vacation registrar, and such other papers as may be 
thought necessary. 

On applications for injunctions or writs of Ne exeat Regno, 
there must be sent, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
bill, a certificate of bill filed, and office copies of the affi- 
davits in support of the application. 

The counsel's brief sentto the Master of the Rolls will, 
when any order is made thereon, be returned dirext to the 
registrar, and a copy of the endorsement on counsel's brief 
of the order made will be sent by post to the solicitor 
making the application. 

The address of the Master of the Rolls van be obtained at 
the Rolls House. 

The chambers of the Master of the Rolls will be open on 
Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday, the 12th, 13th, 
14th, and 15th, and on Tuesday, and Wednesday, the 19th 
and 20th days of May, 1874, from 11 to lo’clock. 

Rolls, May ist, 1874. 


Sitrines, Trrity Ter, 1874. 
LORD CHANCELLOR 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
Friday, May.22..App.mtas. & apps. 


Wednesday . 3.. App.mtns. & apps. 
Thursday .. 4.. Appeals. 
Friday .... 5..Bkt. apps. & apps. 


2: Petitns. in lunacy 
Tonkey Appeals. oe ** 8} ana appl. petns, 
Wednesday..27 { APP. mtns., petns. tae... 3 Appeals. 
Thursda 28 PPS. | Wednesday .10..Anp.mtns. & apps. 
Friday 7: 29 |; Thorsday ..11.. Appeals. 
MondayJanz 1 ¢ APPeals. | Friday ....12..Bkt. apps. & apps. 
Tuesday .... % | Note.—The days (if any) on 


App. mins. petns.| which the Lords Justices shal! 
Wednesdey . 3 tea. - | be engaged in the Full Court. or 
Thursday .. 4 | 
friday .... 5 , 
Monday... 8 Appeals. 


Tuesday.... 9 

Wednesday 10 — pesns. 
Thursday..1! ‘ 
Friday ....12 } Appesis. 


Nore.—such days as his Lordship 
sheli be engaved in the House 
of Lords are excepted. 


ut the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, are excepted, 


| 

| MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 

| Chancery Lane. 

| Friday May 22..Mtns. & gen. pa. 

| Petns., sht causes, 
Saturday ..23/ adj. sums., & gen. 

| a. 


Monday ....25 

Tuesday... | General paper. 

Wednesday,..27 

Thursday ..28..Mtns. & gen, pa. 
Petns., sh’, caus., 


LORDS JUSTICES. 
Lincoln’s Inn, 
Friday, Mey.22..6kt. apps. & apps 


Saturday eg rome in lunacy Friday......29{ adj. samns., and 
t os app. petns. | gen. pa. 
ase No Sitting. 
vente “155 | Appeals. o Sitting. (Her 


Saturday 20} Madey’ Birth- 

Wednesday <7..App.mtns. & apps. | day kept) 

Thursday ..26.. Appeals. | MondayJane 1 

Friday ....29.. Bkt. apps. & apps. | Tuesday.... 2{ General paper. 
No sitting. (Her | Wednesday . 3 

Saturday 20) Majors’ Birch- | Thursday .. 4..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
day kept) Friday...... 5..General paper. 

ondayJane 1..App-als. 

Appeals from the 

County Palatine of 

Lancaster, apps.| 

from theStannaries 

Cs. and apps. 


Ptns., sht. caus., 
Saturday .. of aa, sums., and 

general paper. 
Monday .... & 


Tuesday .. | General paper. 
Wednesday .10 





exday .. 2 





‘ 
Thursday ..11..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday ....12..General paper. 


Notice.—His Honour will hear 
Farther Considerations, as part 
of the General Paper, ia priority 
to Original Causes, but will not 
give them procedence of any 
Cause or matter that nay al- 
ready appeared in the Paper. 

N.B.—U nopposed petitions must be 

presented and copies left with the 

Secretary, on or before the 

Thursday preceding the Saturday 

on which it is intended they 

should be heard ; and any causes 
intended to be heard as short 
causes must be so marked at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to 
be so heard, and the necessary 
papers left in Court witn the 

Judge's Officer tie day before 

the cause comes into the paper. 


V. C. Sim RICHARD MALINS. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
Friday,May 22..Mtns. & gen. pa. 

Petas, sht, caus, 
Saturday ..23{adj. sumns., & 
gen. paper. 
ney hes agate paper, 
‘uw socel 
Wednesday .27 | 2eneral paper. 
Thursday ..28,.Mtns, & gen. pap: 
Friday ....29..Ptns. & gen. pa. 
No Sitting. (Her, 
Saturday ..302 Majesty's Birtn-, 
day kept.) 
County Ct. Apps.° 
MondayJune 1¢Sht. causes, ad 
sumns., & gea pa 
Weineday . ; } General paper. 
Thursday .. 4..Motns. & gen. pa. 
Friday .... 5..Petns & gen. pa. 


Short causes, adj. 
Saturday .. 6 oo a & gen. pa. 





Mondsy.... 8.-General paper. 
Tacsday.... 9 

Wednesday 10. } General paper. 
Thursday ..i1..Mcns, & gen. pa. 
Friday ....12..Petus. & gea pa. 


Notics.— The Vice-Chancellor 
will hear Further Considerations 
as part of the General Paper, in 
priority to Original Cases, but 
will not give them procedence 
of any Cause or matter that has 
already appeared in the paper. 

N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be 
so marked at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in ‘he 
paper to be so heard, and tie 
necessary papers left in Court 
with the Judge’s Officer the day 
before the cause comes into the 
paper. 


V. C. Sin JAMES BACON. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 


Friday aay 22 | Men. adh amt 


Ptns,,. sht. caus, 
Saturday ..23 & gen. fa. ’ 
Monday Noe ip Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday ...26? 
Wednesday .27) eka P 

tns, adj, sums 

Thursday ..28 general papzr, 
Friday ....29..General paper. 


No Sitting. (Her 
Saturday ..30%Majesty’s Birth- 
day kept.) 


MondayJane 1..In Bankruptcy. 








{ Petns., sht. caus. 
Tuesday.... 2 ik& gen. , 
Wednesday . Eee ~ 
ts., adj. sums, 
Thursday .. 4 { Goosral Bors 
Friday ... 5..General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus, 
Saturday .. 6 { ges 
oo seve — Bankrupicy. 
aesday.... 
Wedaesday "104 General paper. 
Mtns. adj. sums. & 
Thursday ..1! { Ge.aeral paper. 
Friday ....12..General paper. 
Norrce.—The Vice-Chancellor will 
hear Further Considerations, a> 
part of the General Papor, in 
priority to Original Causes, but 
will not give them precedence of 
any Oause or matrer that has 
already app2ared in the Paper. 
N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard, and the 
necassary capers I-ft in Jourt 
with the Judze’s Officer the day 
betore the causes comes into the 
paper. 
V.C. Sir CHARLES HALL. 
ey 7 em 
ini tns. adj. sams. 
Friday May 22 {x gen. pa. 
Petns., sht. caus.,. 
Saturday ..23 {ai sums., & gen. 
Monday ....25 : 
Tuesday ....26 > General paper. 


Wednesday .27 

Thursday ..28 eet Pog coms. 

Friday ....%9 oe sums. 
No sitting. (Her 

Saturday ..30} Majesty's Birth 
d y kep:.) 


Sht. causes, adj. 
MondayJune | sonal » & gen. pa. 
Tuesday.... 2 


Wednesday . 3 onan ‘ 
Thursday .. ese pistes 

Petns., adj sums. 
Friday... 5 {Cen paper. a 

Sht causes, > 
Saturday .. 6 | come, haem pa 
Monday.... 8 


Tuesday .. 9} General paper. 
Wednesday .10 aj . 
Mtns adj. sms 
Tnursday «11 {Ge eral paper. 
Friday... 12 f gan? hg aamt, 


Notice —Th» Vice-Chancellor will, 
hear Further Con-iderations, as 
part of the General Paper, in 
priority to Original Causes, but 
will not give them precedence of 
any Cause or Matter tat has ale 
ready appeared in ths Paver. 

N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard, and the 
necessary papers left in Court. 
with the Judge’s Officer the day 
before the cause comes inso the 
paper. 

No cause, motion for decree, or 
farther consideration, except by 
order of the Court, may be 
marked to standover if it shall be 
within twelve of the last cause or 
matter tn the printed paper of 

for the day hearing. 


Orpers or Court. 
I, the Right Honourable Hugh McCalmont, Baron 








Cairns, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do, under 
the powers vested in me by the County Cvurt Rules, hereby 
order that the offices of the County Courts may be closed on, 
the twenty-fifth instant, and on the third day of August 
next, 
Given under my hand this fourth day of May, 1874. 
Catans, OC. 





COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH, 
Easter Term, 37th Victoria, 
April 30, 1874. 
This court will, on Saturday, the 9th, and M snday, the 
11th days of May next, hold sittings, and will proceed iz 
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disposing of the cases in the new trial, special, and Crown 
mag any other matters then pending; and will 
give judgment in cases standing for judgment. 

By tHE Court. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quotation, May 8, 1874. 


3 per Cent. Consuls, 93} Annuities, April, 85 9 
Ditto for Account, June 5 935 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

3 per Cent Reduced 91} Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct. par 
New 3 per Cent., 91} Ditto, £500, Do par 

Do. 34 perCent., Jan. "¥4 Ditto, 2100 & £200, 

Do 23 perCent., Jan. '94 Bank of England Stok: 5 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’78 Ct. (last half-year) 256 
Annuities, Jan, 80 — Ditte for Account, 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ditto 5perCent., July, 80109 Ditto,5§ per Cent.,May,'76 103 
Ditto for Account ,— Ditto Debentures, per Cent.. 
Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct,’A8 1019 April,’64— 

Ditto, litto,Certificates, — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 100) 
Dict> @n faced Ppr.,4 per Cont.96$| Do. Bonds, 4 por Ct., £1000 
{nd, Bnf.Pr.,5 pC., Jan.’73% Mitte, ditto, ander £1006 





RAILWAY STOCK, 





-|Closing Price 



















































Railways. Paid 

took! Bristol and Exeter 100 121 
Stock! Caledonian 100 953 
Stock} Giasgow and South -Western .............. seesee] 100 103 
Stock) Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ........cccccseeee 100 4 
Stock|Great Northern 100 138 
Stock} Do., A Stock*... 100 156 
Stock |Great Southern and Western of Ireland ......) 100 09 
Stock|Great Western—Original 100 1223 
Stock} Lancashire and Yorkshire .........00 eccccoccceee| 100 145 
Stock] Lundon, Brighton, and South Coast. -| 100 81 
Stock} London, Chatham, and Dover,,.......... 100 21 
Stock) London and North-Western .......secceseeseeees| 100 147 
Stock} London and Sorth Western..........cecece-ceeeeee| 100 lll 
St» k| Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ..,........./ 100 6 
Stock} Metropolitan 100 62 
St» k} Do.,, District ..... nientacee ocescocesccccsceteccc cee] 100 23: 
Stock | Midland 100 128% 
Stock | North British 100 62 
Stock) North Eastern 100 166; 
Stock} North London 100 113 
Stock) North Staffordshire .........cccsessersesseccreeeees| 100 63 
8tock| South Devon 100 64 
Stock! South-Eastern ....... 100 ilg 








* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





Money MARKBT AND City INTELLIGENCE. 


There has been no change in the Bank rate. The pro- 
portion of reserve to liabilities has risen from 31°57 last 
week to 35 this week. There was a decline in railway 
stocks on Monday and Tuesday, but an improvement on 
Wednesday, which was maintained on Thursday. In the 
foreign market there was great activity on Monday, but 
prices fell towards the close of the day, and on Tuesday the 
market was beavy, and this tone continued up to Thursday, 
with the exception of Turkish, which have been very firm. 
— on Thursday closed 93 to } for delivery, and 93 4 

for June. 


At the annual meeting, on Wednesday, of the Sovereign 
Life Insurance Company, the report presented stated 
that the new premium income for 1873 amounted to 
£7.078, assuring £213,100. A letter from the actuary was 
‘also read evidencing the sound character of the business. 


The directors of the Yarmouth and Ventnor Railway, 
Tramway, and Pier Company are prepared to receive appli- 
cations for 18,000 shares of £10 each, price of issue par. Interest 
at the rate of six per cent. per annum for ten years is guaran- 
teed by the contractors, by the deposittwith trustees of £70,000 
in Consols, The line is nineteen miles in length, and by its 
junction with the Cowes and Newport and Isle of Wight Rail- 
ways will form a direct line of communication through the 
centre of the Island, from Cowes to Ventnor. The directors 
have entered into a eontract for the construction of the line 
forthwith, and also into an agreement with the contractors, 
ander which, during the period of their guarantee, they will 
work the railway when completed on satisfactory terms. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Dopp—On April 30, at No. 28, PortJand-place, Reading, the 
wife of John T. Dodd, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

ee May ES at ay: sagen be yy ne: 

e Cm) ichard Harington, -» Judge o oun! 
Courts, of a daughter. oni . ws 
MARRIAGES, 
Bovcuey—Cusitt—On April 30, at St. Mary’s, Bryanston- 
ware, William F. F. Boughey, of the Middle Temple, 
8q., to Caroline, eo of the late Rev. B. L. Cubitt, 
Rector of Catfield, Norfolk. 

CarsLake—Cotiins—On April 28, at St. John’s, Eastover, 
Bridgwater, John Barham Carslake, of Birmingham, Soli- 
citor, to Marion, fourth daughter of the late Henry Collins, 
Esq., of The Duffryn, near Newport, Monmouthshire. 

May—LoweEntTHat—On April 30, at All Saints’ Church, U 
Norwood, Bowen May, jun., M.A., Barrister-at-law, of 1, 


Paper-buildings, Temple, to Ada Mary Bertha, only daughter 
- lowneel. Esq., of The Oaks, Grange-road, Upper 
orwood. 


DEATHS. 

BuiakeR—On May 2, at Lewes, Sussex, Edgar Blaker, Esq., 
Solicitor, aged 66 years. 

O’Driscont—On May 3, at 4, Upper Mount-street, Dublin, 
William Justin O’ Driscoll, Barrister-at-law, aged 61. 

Prierm—On April 24, at Brunswick House, Newmarket-road, 
are John Pilgrim, Esq., Solicitor, in the 52nd year of 

is age. 

SEpGEFIELD—On A> 22, at Abingdon, James Badcock 
Sedgefield, Esq., Solicitor, of Kent a Hammersmith, 
in the a of his age. 

THomPson—On April 19, at Spring Hill, Welton, Thomas 
Thompson, F.S.A., late Town Clerk of Hull, aged 83. 

Woopman—On April 26, at Morpeth, Benjamin Woodman, 
Esgq., Solicitor and Town Clerk of the Borough, aged 43. 


GAZETTES, 








LONDON 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fripar, May 1, 1874. 
a Ps Octavius, and Thomas Gould, solicitors, Uttoxeter. 
a 


Kershaw, John,and John Henry Bullock, attorneys at law, solicitors, 
and conveyancers, Manchester. April 27 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companier. 


Touespay, April 28, 1874. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

City Glass and Bottle Manufacturing Company, Limited.—Petition 
for winding ‘up, presented April 25, directed to be heard before 
V.C. Malins, on May 8. Learoyd and Co, Chancery lane, solicitors for 
the petitioners. 

Dimson Estate Fire Clay Company, Limited.—Petition for wind) up, 
presented April 21, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on 
8. Matt and Matthews, Bedford row, solicitors for the peti- 





tioner. 

Dominion of Canada Oils Refinery Company, Limited.—V.C. Malins has, 
by an order dated March 23, appointed George Augustus Cape, Old 
Jewry, to be official liquidator, Creditors are required, on or before 
June 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particalars of 
their debts orclaims, to the above. Friday, June 26, at 12, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

New Merrybent and Middleton Tyas Mining and Smelting Company, 
Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented April 2!, directed to be 
heard before V,C. Hall,on May8, Gregory and Uo, Belford row, 
agents for Robinson, Richmoud, solicitor for the petitioners 

Rust’s Patent Vitrified Marble Company, Limited.—By an order made 
by V.C. Hall, dated April 17, it was ordered that the above company 
be wound up. Hollams and Co, Mincing lane, solicitors for the 
petitiouers. 

County Patatine oF LANCASTER. 

Patent Elastic Web Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented April 23, directed to be heard defore the Vice Chancellor, at 
the Assize Courts, Strangeways, Manchester, on May 12, at 10, 
Sale and Co, Manchester, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Stannarizs oF CORNWALL. 

Budnick Consols Tin Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented April 18, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, 
at the Law Institution, Chancery lane, on Monday, May 4, at ll. 
Affidavits intended to be used at the hearing, in opposition to the 
petition, must be filed at the Registrar’s Office, Truro, on or before 
April 20, and notice thereof must at the same time be given to the 
petitioners, their solicitors, or their agents, Carlyon and Paull,Traro, 
solicitor for the petitioners, Gregory and Co, Bedford row, agents. 

Farpay, May 1, 1874. 
Usuimirep rv CHANCERY. 

Norwich Provident Insurance Society.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 1, directed to beh before V.C. Bacon, on Sat y, 
May 23. Fulyard, petitioner in person. 

Liwirep tn CHANCERY. 

Middlesex Mutual Coal Associavion, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented April 29, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, on May 
8. Yarde and Loader, Raymond buildings, Gray’s ian, solicitors for 
the petitioners, 
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County PaLaTine oF LANcasTEE. 
oole Alum and Smelting Company, Limited.—Creditors are re- 
quired on or before Monday, June!, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ebsnezer Adame 
son, Cross st, Manchester. Tuesday, June9, at 11, is appoin ted. for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 


Friendly Someties. Dissolved. 
Torspay, April 28, 1874. 
Uke Paani Society, Hope and Anchor Hotel, Ulverston, Lancaster. 
‘pr 
Blagdon Friendly Society, Lamb Inn, Bladgon, Somerset. Apri! 21, 
Creditors under Estates: in. Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Toxspax, April 28, 1974. 
Bayley, William Thorpe, Sittingbourne, Kent, Grocer. May 25. 
Bayley ¥ Fisher, V.C. Malins. ‘Tassell, Faversham 
Gundry, Alfred Andrew, Shanghai, China, Merchant. May 20 ;. out. of 
England. Nov 1; in Eaglane.. Gundy v Schmidt, M.R. Morris, 
Gray's inn square 
Minchin, John Squire, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Esq. May 30. Min- 
chin v Minchin, V.C. Hall. Hallam, South square, Gray’s irn 
Smith, Sir Francis Pettit, South Keasington. May 25. Smith v Basker- 
ville, M.R. Pamphilon, John st, Adelphi 
Smith, Henry. St Alban’s place, St James’, Hotel Keeper. May 31. 
Macleod v Bonsor, V.C. Malins. Harris, Moorgate st 


NEXT OF KIN. 
Minchin, John Squire, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Esq. May 30. Min- 
chin v Minchin, V.C. Hall 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Clim. 
Farpay, April 24, 1874. 

Beddome, John Alexander, Union grove, Wandsworth rd, Gant. May 
31. Snel!, George st, Mansion House 

Bennett, Joseph Bennett Hankin, Tutbary, Stafford, Esq. Janez. 
Richardson and Small, Barton-upon-Trent 

ae Thomas, Sheffeid, Gent. June 24, Branson and Son, Shef- 

el 

Brooke, George, Bradford, York, Confectioner. June 1. Poel and 
Gaunt, Bradford 

Bryden, David, Liverpool, Flour Dealer. June 3. Bremner and Son, 
Liverpool 

Burnett, Charlotte, Lincoln, July 23. Spurr, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Caldecott, Ceiia, Wibtoft, Leicester. June 24. Harrison, Rugoyv 

Chariton, John Edmonds, Cotton st, Limehouse, Stevedore. May 23. 
Chariton, Cotton st, Limehouse 

Checkley, Jane, Framlingham, Suffolk. May 4. Baylisand Co, Church, 
Court chambers 

Clare, Mary Ann, Twycross, Leicester. May 31. Power and Armishaw 
Atherstoue 

Cole, James, Gatcliff, Isle of Wight, Yeoman. June 18. Mew 
Newport 

Cunliffe, John Cunliffe Pickersgiil, Leadenhall st, Merchant. May 23. 
Kearsey, Old Jewry 

Durston, Charles, Vole, Somerset, Yeoman, May 16. Poole, Bridg- 


water 

a = ee Graham, Watford, Hertford, Gent. June 29. Pugh 

atford 

Fremantle, John Charles Stephen, Bennett st, St Jamea’s, Esq. Jane 
20, Newman and Co, Cornhill 

Garrad, Mary, Rocchetts, Essex, Domestic Servant. Miy 3!. Lucas, 
Stoke Newington rd 

Halil, William Hicks, Seymour villas, Anerley. May 23. Phillips aad 
Son, Abchureh lane 

Harris, Chiries Amyand Bishop, Torquay. Jaly 1. O'Brian, 
Cordough, Coatehiil, l-eland 

Harris, George Peter, Shooter's hill, Kent, Ironmonger. November 
30. Stow and Ayers, Adelaide, South Australia 

Horton, George, Birmingham, Secretary. June l. Best aud Horton, 
Birmingiam 

St Barbe, Francis Walsingham, Lymington, Southampten, Esq. May 
18. Moore and Jackman. Lymington 

Twist, William, Frodsham, Cazster, Miller. June 30. Tyrer and Co, 
Liverpoul 

Veness, Rebecca, Nerbiton, Surrsy. May 21. Wordsworth and Co, 
South S2a house, Tareadneedle st 

Vernon, Sars, Waltham Cross, Hertford. May 22. Speechly and 
Chamberlain, New inn, Strand 

= Mary Jane, Bury, Lancashire. May 25. Richardson ani Co, 

verpool 
Wyat, John jun, Nutbourme, Sussex, Yeoman. June I. Arnold, 


Chichester 
Tvespay, April 28, 1874. 


Almond, Huzh, Liverpool, Attorney-at-Law. August 1. Yates and’ 
Martin, Liverpool 

Aspinall, Thomas, Birminghim, Licensed Victualler. June 1. Kaye, 
Birmingham 

Bartlett, Sarah, Fairfield, neac Liverpool. July 1. Bartle:t and 
Atkinson, L:verpool 

Bellamy, samucl, Newton Abbott, Devon, Yeoman. July 1. Hooper 
and Wolien, Torquay 

Bethel!, George, Marlborough, Wilts. May 20. Little and Little, Bath 

Co:emau, Mary Aun, Lavender grove Bast, Dalston. June 24. Fielder 
and S «maer, Godiiman 81, Dectors’ commons. 

Collet, Heary James, Worthing, Sussex, Doctor. June 1.. Beaumont 
and Son, Lingoin’s inn fieids 

Engiand, Charles, New Sieaford, Lincoln, Gent. Jane 30. Peake and 
Co, Sleaford 

= William, sea, Mvare, Somerset, Yeoman. May 16. Hobbs, jun, 


€ 
Gillott, Frances, Sheffield. July 30. Broomhead and Co, Sheffield 
Graves, Tnomas, Bradpo.e, Dorset, Gent. June 20. Leigh, 
Beaminster 





aigh, Hugh, Brow Brid, York, Beerseller, June 1, Norris 
OR, leliiax al eliste, oe 


‘a 
Howard, William, Owmby,.Lincoln, Farmer. July 3. Hebb, Lincoln 
Horst, William, Leigh, Lancashire, Gent. May 22, Marsh and Son, 


L 

Jeffery, William, Ratham, Sussex, Merchant. June 1, Johnson and 
Raper, Chichester 

Lennox, Lord John Georgs, Darland, Kent. May 30. Farrer and Co, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Marshall, Robert, Swinton, York, Yeoman. July 24. Whitfield and 
Taylor, Rotherham 

Mines, Louisa, Boundary villas. Notting Hill. June 10, Palmer and 
Co, Trafalgar square, Charing Cross 

Mylne, Mary Smith, Great Amwell, Hertford. June 30. Rivington 
and Son, Fenchurch buildings 

Nicolls, George Green, Chichester, Col. June 1. Johnson and Raper, 
Chichester 

Nixon, Henry John, Dedworth Green, Berks, Photographer. June 1, 
Dunster, Hentrietta st, Cavendish square 

Nixon, Mary, St Helier, Jersey. June 1. Dunster, Henrietta st, Caven- 
dish square 

Noyes, Sarah, Salisbury, Wilts. June 1. Hodding, Salisbury 

Parsons, Elizabeth, Nailsea, Somerset. May 7, Fox and Whittuck 

Pittman, Charles, Cholsey, B:rks,, Gent. June 27. Hedges and Co, 
Wallingford 

Potts, Edwin, Macclesfield, Chester, Silk Manufacturer. June 30, 
Hand, Macclestield 

Raves, George, Euston st, Euston square, Gent. June 24, Dale, 
Furnival’s inn, Holborn 

Robinson, Peter, Oxford st, Silk Mercer. Jun: 1, Beaumont and Son, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Satow. Hans David Christopher, Upper Clapton, Esq. June l. Sewell 
and Edwards, Gresham house, Old Broad st 

Stirton, Charles, Brick lane, Spitalfields. June 23. May, Princes st, 
Spitalfields 

Tapley. Mary, Gloucester. July 4. Herbert, Glonosvster 

Tym, Thomas Moult, Edgefield, York, Furmec. Jane 6. Auty, Shef- 
field 

Valentine, George, Southampton, Boot and Shoe Manuficturer. June 
20. Hickman and Son, Southampton 

Walker, James, Harpurhey, near Mancester, Builder, June 1, Chew 
and Sons, Manchester 

Walker, Joseph, Woodlands, Kent, Esq. Jane 24. Cheeseman and 
Lake, Gravesend 

Wetentall, Mary, Manchester st, Mancaester squire. June 2¢, 
Wynne and Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Wright, Thomas Orford, Longsight, Manchester, Gent. May 27, 
Hulton and Lister, Manchester 

Yewens, William Cape Brice, Camborne, Cornwall, Gent. May 23. 
Freeman, Bodferd row 

Farpay, May 1, 1874. 

Baily, William, Mansfield, Nottingham, Wholesale Brewer. June 9, 
Bryan, Mansfield 

Baynton, William, Bristol, Gent. June 1. Brittan and Co, Bristol 

Campain, Joseph, Langtoft, Lincoln, Farmer. June 1. Bonner and 
Calthrop, Spalding 

Clare, Joxeph, Little Windmill st, New cut, Lambeth, Whitesmith. 
June 24. Clare, Little Windmill st 

Clark, Joseph, Kasford, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. June 24, 
Weilsand Hind, Nottingham 

Clark, Thamas, Rayleigh, Essex, Yeoman. June 24. Duifleld and 
Bruty, Chelmsford 

Collingham, Joseph, Welham Hall, Nottingham, Esq. June 16. Burton 
and Scorer 

Crowe, John, Brightlingsea, Essex, Grocer. May 28. Harcourt and 
Macarther, Moorgate st 

Delaney, Bernard Murray, O!d Quebec st, Oxford st, Gent. June 12, 
Cousins, Inland Revenue, Somerset tiouse 

Elliott, Alexander Cyrus, Broadwater, near Worthing, Sussex, Esq. 
Jane 30. Wyatt and Co, l’arliament st, Westminster 

Freeman, William, Wrexham, Denbigh, Builder. May 9. Nordon, 
Chester 

Hamlyn, William, St Mary-Church, Devon, Retired Builder. July 1. 
Hooper and Wovlien, Torqua, 

Hill, William, Bradford, York, Law Clerk. July 1. Peel and Gaunt, 
Bradford 

Joyce, Jams, Beckington, Somerset, Gent, June 18 Dunn and 
Payoe, Frome 

Keating Mary, Bath, Somerset.- June 27. Bootys and Bayliffe, 
Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 

Keel, James Brook, Cheddar, Somerset, Gent. June 21.  Livett, 
Bristol 

Kershaw, Thomas Onsey, Stalybridge, Lancashire, Solicitor. June I. 
Darbishire and Co, Manchester 

Lodge, Matthew, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Timber Merchant. 
July}. Gartside, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Mason, Thomas Monck, Park rd. New Wandsworth, Esq. May 30. 
Nicholl and Newman, Howard st, Strand 

Nevett, William, Louth, Lincoln, Geut. June 28. Gorham and 
Warner, Tonbridge 

Riddie, Mary Aon, Clifton, Bristol. June), Brittan and Co, Bristol 

Shaw, Joho, Nottingham, Gent, June 24, Carter, Nottingham 

Simmons, John, Cranbrook, Keat, Farmer, June 24. Wilson and Co 
Cranbrook 

Tattersall, Charlotte Mary, Dover, Kent. June 9. Baily and Co, 
Berners st 

Twisleton, George, Kirkby Lonsdale, Westmoreland, Carter, June I. 
Pearson and Pearson 

Waiker, Sir Edward Samuel, Berry Hill, Nottingham. Jane 10, 
Laces and Co, Liverpoul t : 

Ward, John, Thortou-le-Fen, Lincoln, Farmer, June 1, Staniland 
and Wigeleworth 

Wilton, William, Richard Russell, Wigmore, Hereford, Gent. June 
%. Cottrell, Birmingham } 

Wright, Simeon, Manor Farm, East Acton, Farmer, July 31. Rogers 
and Son, Westminster chambers, Victoria st 

Zigomala, Nicholas Emanuel, Liverpool, Cotton Broxer, June 2% 
Hulme and Co, Manchester 
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Bankrupts. 
Tuxspay, April 28, 1874. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts tothe Registrar 
To Surrender in London. 
Campbell, Henry Algernon, Adam’s court, Old Broad st, Stockbroker. 
Pet April25. Roche. May 26 atil 
Cavel, Charles, Old Burlington st, Milliner- Pet April 25. Roche. 
May 28 at 11 
Clayton, Herbert Edward, Throgmorton st, Stockbroker. Pet April 25. 
Roche. May 28 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Dawson, Robert, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Tabaceconist, Pet April 23, 
Watson. Liverpool, May 12 at 2 
Lintott, John, Sutton, Sarrey, Commercial Clerk. Pet April 22. Row- 
land. Cro\don, May 5 at 2 


Lowe, Thomas, Brampton, Derby, Marine Store Dealer. Pet April 22. 
Wake. Ohestertield, May 20 at 1 
Metcalfe, Stephen, Bradford, York,Giass Merchant. Pet April 24. 


Robinson. Bradtord, May 12 at 9 
Moore, George Hardy, Derby, General Dealer, 
Derby, Muy (5 at 3 
Shepley. James, Gomersal, York, Butcher. 
Dewsbury, May 14 at3 
Fripar, May 1, 1874. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proots of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Morley, Henry, Upper Thames st, Stuff Warehouseman. Pet April 28. 
Murray. May 26 at 12 
Trgwecd, Aitved Jchn, Upper Thames st, Sti: wterad Desler, Pet 
April 29. Spring-Rice. May 2tat il 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Gribble, Frederick Wynne, Charlton, Kent. Pet April 28, Taylor: 
Greenwich, May 15 at 2 


Pét April 24. Weller. 
Pet April 23. Neison. 


Mack, William Leeder, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Tailor. Pet April 
27. Walker. Great Yarmouth, May 13 at 3 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Tvespay, April 28, 1874. 
Walters, Char‘es Hatton, Abercarne, Monmouth, Miller. April 21 


Frivay, May 1, 1874, 
Brook, Andrew Melville, Keighley, York, Beer house Keeper. April 29 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Tuespay, April 28, 1874, 
Abrakeme, Frederick, Albion Theatre, Poplar, Theatrical Manager 
Mey 2U at 3 st ¢ fiices of Evans and Co, John st, Bedford row 
Asi creit, Jcseyh, Bellmont place, Wandsworth rd, Builder. May 14 at 
2 at offices of Tilley and Liggins, Finsbury place 
Asher, Israel, sunderland, Durham, Draper. May 8 at 2 at offices of 
Be}!, Lambton st, Sunderland 
Astley, Evan, Regent st, Tailor. May 6 at 2 at cflicesof Vernede, 
} Craven st, Strand 
Atkinsen, Tbomas, Kingstcn-upen-Huil, Gardener. May 4 at 12 at 
oitces ot Eaton, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hul! 
Baggs, Morris, Southsea, Hants, Plumber. May7 at 11 at offices of 
Waiker, Commercial rc, Landport 
Bartlett, Wiliam, jun, Wiliiam si, Albertgate, Dentist. May 13 at 2 
at the Masons’ Hal! Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basingha!lst. Bachanan, 
Basinghal) st 
Bliss, Charies, Monmouth, Accountant. May 6 at 1 at offices of Nel- 
mes, Priory st. Monmouth. Williams, Ross 
Bicomer, Benjamin, Lye, Oldswinford Worcester, Nailmaster. May 11 
at 11.: 0 at offices ot Hc miray «nd Holberton, High st, Brierley Hill 
Bocth, William, Idle, York, Cloth Manufacturer. May 7 at 2 at offices 
Simpson and Burre)), Albion st, Leeds 
Browning, John Thomas, Lavender Farm, Hernhill, Kent, Farmer. 
May 1) at 12.30 ot offices of Sankey and Co, Castle st, Canterbury 
Carter, George, 8t George, Gloucester, Painter. May 15 at 11 atoffices 
+ of Williams, Bristol chambers, Nicholas st, B: 
Clarke, William, Hulme, Lancashire, Contractor. May !3 at 3 at 
offices af Belihouse, Dickinson st, Manchester 
Clewley, Charice, New Cut, Lambeth, Corirmsker. May7 at 2 at 
offices of Ager, Barnard’s inn, Holborn. Padmore, Barnard’s inn 
Clifton, Johu James, Northampton, Publican. May 11 at 3 at offices of 
Shoosmith, Newland, Northampton 
Coibourn, John, and Henry Colbourn, Sedgley, Stafford, Irenmasters, 
May 12 at 1) at offices of Bourne and Owen, Birmingham rd, Dudiey 
Cook, Thomas, Seaham Harbour, Durham, Draper. May 8 at 11 at 
offices of Haswell, Norfolk st, Sunderland 
Cunningham, Frederick Nicholas, Southsea, Hants, Aucti . May 
8 at 3 at offices of Blake. Union st, Portsea 
Davies, David, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Contractor. May 15 at 11 at 18, 
High st, Cardiff. Morgan 
Dayns, William, Birmingham, Coal Dealer. May 7 at 3 at offices of Wil- 
json, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
enham, John, Wattord, Hertford, Tailor. May 15 at2 at 28, King 
st, Cheapside, Roscoe and Co, King st, Finsbury square 
Donnan, John, Tredegar, Monmouth, Travelling Draper. May 11 at 1! 
at offices of Harris, Tredegar 
Dowler, Jchn Armstrong, Liverpool, Tallow Chandler, May 12 at 2 at 
offices of Hughes, Lord st, Liverpool 
Edwards, John, and E:nst, Heinrich Westphal, Great Tower st, Com- 
> mission Merchants. May 14 at12 at the Corn Exchange Hotel, Mark 
lane. Parker, and Co, Rectory House, St eg cet A 
Ellis, Charles, Liltord st, Lilford rd, Camberwell, Baker. May 8 at 3 at 
offices of of Kennedy, Warwick court, Gray’s inn 
Elworthy, George Richard, Ipswich, Suffolk, Commission Agent. May 
16 at 3 at offices of Pearce, Princes st, Ipswich. Hill, Ipswich 








Evans, Anna Jane, Aberayron, Cardigan. May 12 at 12 atthe Black 
Lion Hotel, Lampeter, Jordan, Aberayron 

Falknor, Matthew, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Grocer. May 7 ab 3 at 
Offices of Dodshon and Co, West row, Stockton-on-Tees 

Fiveash, John, Wood st, Cheapside, Warehouseman. May 13 at 2 atthe 
Guildball Tavern, Gresham st. Elam. Walbrook 

Freeman, Thomas, Mile End rd, Stay Manufacturer. May Gatll at 
104, Leman st, St George’s in the East. Dobson 

Garlick, Charles, Coventry, Warwick, Builder. May 8 at 10.15 ab 
offices of East, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Goodyear, John Lawson, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. May 8 at2 at 
the Law Assotiation Rooms, Cook st, Liverpool 

Gregory, William Henry, Manchester, Doctor. May 12 at 10 at offices 
of Garthwaite, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Harker, Benjamin Willis Cleveland, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, F ur Dealer, 
May 11 at 11 at offices of Turner, Pilgrim st, Newcast\e-ap on-Tyne 

Hatch, James Southampton, Baker. May9 at 11 at offices of Edmunds 
and Co, High st, Southampton 

Hudson, Jonn Bounell, Liverpool, Commission Agent. May 18 at 3 at 
the Clarendon Rooms, South John st, Liverpool 

Hutchinson, Joseph, Redcar, Grocer. May 9 at 11 at offices of Graham 
Eopbone chambers, Ramsgate, Stockton-on-Tees. Trotter, Stockten 
on-Tees 

Hyde, Henry Thomas, York, Tailor. May 11 at 11 at offices of Crumbie 


Stonegat>, York 

Jeffries, William, West Bromwich, Stafford, Ironmaster. May 11 at 11 
at the Talbot Hotel, Oldbury. Shakespeare, Oldbury 

Jones, John, Worcester, Carpenter. May 15 at3 at offices of Pitt, 
High st, Worcester 

Jones, Thomas, Brynmawr, Brecon, Stationer. May 13 at 3 at offices of 
Jones, Frogmore st, Abergavenny 

Keliy, Thomas, Bradford, out of employ. May 9 at 10 at cflices of 
Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 

Kettlewe!l, Henry, Leeds, Stationer. May 11 at 3 at offices of Hayes 
and ‘Younghusband, Britannia buildings, Oxford-place, 
Burnley. 

Knoll, Charles, Queen street, Camden Town, Pianoforte Manufacturer. 
May 11 at 2 at 55 Basinghall-street. Chinery and Aldridge Fen- 
church-street 

Longhnrst, Joseph, New Corn Exchange, Mark-lane, Corn Merchant. 
May 13 at 4 a, offices of Sorre!] and Son, Great Tower st 

Marshall, James, and William Marshall, Bradford, York , Woolstaplers. 
May 9 at 11 at offices of Wood and Killick, Commercial Bank build- 
ings, Bradford 

Mathers, Henry, Tickhill, York, Grocer, May 8 at 2 at offices of 
Taylor, Nortolk row, Sheffield 


Merriman, William George, West Bromwich, Stafford, Ironmaster. 
May 12 at llatthe Talbot Hotel, Oldbury. Shakespeare, Oldbury 
Mitchell, John, Kentish Town rd, Clothier. May 11 at 4 at offices of 

Cooper, Charing cross 

Murton, George Comport, Redhill, Surrey, Flax Merchant. May 6 at 1 
at the Athenzum, Redhill. Giréwood 

Orchard, Edwin, Bristol, Pork Butcher. May llat 11 at offices of 
Piummer, Bristol chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Page, Samuel, Brockmoor, Stafford, Grocer. May9 at 11 at offices of 
Wal!, High st, Stourbridge 

Parr, Albert Edward, Milverton, Somerset, Wheelwright. May 12 at2 
at cffices of Reed and Cook, Paul st, Taunton 

Pasley, Hamilton Sabine, Leadenhall st, Commission Merchant. May 
21 at 2 at offices of Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Payne, Samuel. Trowbridge, Wilts, Linen Draper. May 8 at 12 at 
cffices of Spackman, Fore st, Trowbridge 

Pearce, Peter, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler, May 11 at 3 at offices of 

Fh te and Bolland, South John st, Liverpool, Barrell and Rodway, 
iverpool 

Pearson, John, Marton, Warwick, Higgler. May 12 at ll at the Black 

Horse Inn, Marton. Davies, Southam 

Perry, Henry, Aston-juxta Birmingham, Baker. May 11 at 11 at office 
of Duke, Christ Church passage, Birmingham 

Phillips, Annie, High st, Notting hill, Draper. May 13 at 2 at offices of 

Swaine, Cheapside 

Porter, William, Rose Mills, Somerset, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. 
May 12 at 3 at the George Hotel, 'minster. Paull, [minster 

Pratt, Henry Thomas, Birmingham, Jeweller. May 11 at 3 at offices of 
Brown, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Raine, Nicholas, South Hylton, Durham, Iron Manufacturer. May 7 at 
2 at the Queen’s Head Hotel, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-on-Tyne. Wright, 

Sunderland f 
Raybould, Jobn Boulton, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Innkeeper. 
May 7 at3at ffices of Sanderson and Hassall, Lower Bedford st, 
Leamington Priors 
Rees, David, Brierley Hill, Stafford, Draper. May 6 at 11.30 at offices 
of Homfray and Holberton, High st, Brierley Hill 
Richardson, Frederick George, Stoke Newington rd, Dairyman. May 
7 at 12 at offices of Howse, Staple inn, Holborn 

Roberts, Edwin. Southampton, Window Blind Manufacturer. May 13 
at llat offices of Edmonds and Co, High st Southampton. Deacon 
Southampton 4 

Robertshaw, Sam, Heckmondwike, York, Carpet Yarn Spinner. May 
12 at 3 at the Mirfield Station Refreshment Kooms. Ibberson, Dews- 

bu 

Scheibler, Robert, and Carl Matthaie. New Broad st, Merchants. May 
8 and not Aprii 8, at 3 at offices of Cooper,and Co, George st, Mansion 
House. Hollams, and Co, Mincing lane 

Sharples, Teena Saltney, —_ Baker. May llatil at offices of 

Boydell, and Co, Pepper st, Chester 
Smith, James Foster, ta Boot Dealer, May (3 at 3 at offices of 
Ritson, Dale st, Liverpoo! 

Smith, Thomas William, Hackney rd, Corn Chandler. May 11 at 12 
at offices of Courtenay and Croome, Gracehursh st, 

Steeple, Charles John, and Joseph, Char'es Cashmore, Birmingham, 
Stationers. May 6 at 12at the Great Western Hotel, Monmouth st, 
Birmiogham. Southalifand Oo, Birmingham 

Stevenson, William, Walsall, Stafford, Lock Marufacturer. May 13 at 
11 at offiecs of Duignan and Co, Bridge, Walsall 

Such, Joseph James, Boyson rd, Camberwell rd, Auctioneer. May 3 
at li at Mullens’ Hotel, Ironmongerlane. Keene and Marsland 

Lower Thames st 
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Summerfield, Henry, South Shields, Durham, Clothier. May 13 at 2 at 
offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Thomas, John, Redditch, Worcester, Merchant. May 8 at 12 at offices 
of Southall and Co, Newhall st, Birmingham 

Thompson, Michael Pattinson, Knaresborough, York, Tailor. May 12 
at 11 at offices of Powell, Castle yard, Knaresborougli 

Tarner, William, Ryde villas, St Mary’s rd, Peckham. Commission 
Agent. May 19 at 12 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, 
Basinghall st. Buchanan, Basinghall st 

Wakebam, Robert, Watford, Hertford, out of business. May 18 at 4at 
the Wellington Arms, Watford, Cotton, Coleman st 

Watts, Joseph Virgo, Bath, Bookseller. May 11 at 3 at 3, Miles’s 
buildings, Bath. Gill and Bush 

Whitesmith, John, Carlisle, Tobacconist. May 12 at 11 at offices of 
Wannop, Carruther’s court, tch st. Carlisle 

Whitworth, Williem, Luddenden Foot, York, Spinner. May 8atll at 
offices of Rawson and Co, Piccadilly, Bradford 

Wildman, Frank Preston, Leeds, Leather Seller. May 11 at 1 at offices 
of Rooke and Midgley, Boar lane, Leeds 

Williams, Francis John, Gwithian, Cornwall, Farmer. May 11 at 12 
at offices of Roscorla and Son, North parade, Penzance 





Jones, Richard, Holyhead, Anglesiey, Leather Dealer. May 14 atl at 
the Ermine Hotel, Flooker’s brook, Chester, Jones, Menai Bridge 
Leedam, William, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Tailor, May 15 at 11 
at offices of Tattersall, Frances st, Blackburn pe 

Lewis, Margaret Elinor, Carmarthen, Milliner. May 14 at 11 at offices 
of Evans, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Lumb, William, Halifax. York, Wheelwright. May 14 at 11 at officesof 
Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax i 

Maunder, John, Crediton. Devon, Watchmaker. May 14 at 12 at the 
Castle Hotel, Exeter. Floud, Exeter 

McKerrow, Alexander, Bradford, York, Stuff Merchant. May 12 at 1k 
at office of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 

Mooney, James, Preston, Lancashire, Watchmaker. May 13 at 2.30 at 
offices of Forshaw, Cannon st, Preston 

Mottershead, Jesse, Leek, Stafford, Silk Manufacturer. May 14 at? at 
offices of Hacker and Allen, St Edward st, Leck 

Naylor, John Brailsford, Sheffield, Rutcher. May 15 at 3 at offices of 
Binney and Sons, Queen st chambers. Sheffield 

Newton, Thomas Patchett, Spa rd, Bermondsey, Draper. May 11 at 
atthe London Warehousemen’s Association Rooms, Gutter lane, 
Howell, Cheapside 

Nichol: Charles Langdon, Usk, Monmouth, Gent, May 13 atl at 





Willmano, Christian, Westow hill, Upper Norwood, Surrey, J 
May 11 at 12 at the Guildhall Coftee house, Gresham st. 
Gresham buildings, Basinghall st 

Wood, William, Leeds, Manufacturing Chemist. May 11 at 3 at offices 
of Fawcett and Malcolm, Park row, Leeds 

Wren, Harry Horace, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Soda Water Manu- 
facturer. May 12 at 3 at offices of Trotter, High at, Stockton-on-Tees 

Wright, George, Southsea, Southampton, Staff Commander R.N. 
May 1? at }1 at offices of Walker, Commercial rd, Landnort 

Wright, Charles Joseph, Worthing, Sussex, Stationer. May 13 at 3 at 
offices of Luckett, Bedford row, Worthing 

Fripay, May 1, 1874. 

Abbot, Thomas, Gateshead, Durham, Iron Manufacturer. May 18 at 

= at offices of Keenlyside and Co, Grainger st West, Newcastie-upon- 
'yne 

Allcock, William, Chorley, Cheshire, Painter. May 14 at 11 at offices 
of Hankinson, St James’s square, Manchester 

Bateman, William, Kidlington, Oxford, Draper. May 20 at 11 at office 
of Mallam, High st, Oxford 

Bizley, Rachael, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. May 11 at 2 at offices of 
Beckingham, Albion chambers, Bristol 

Brown, William, Birmingham, Hatter. May 13 at 10.15 at offices of 
East, Celmore row, Birmingham 

Careless, John, Walsall Wood, Stafford, Grocer. 
offices of Glover, Park st, Walsall 

Carey, Christopher, Birminghan, Draper. May 11 at 2.30 at offices of 
Dake , Christ Church passage, Birmingham 

Clark, William, Droylsden, near Manchester, Fish Salesman. May 12 
at 3 at offices of Whitlow, Bull’s Head chambers, Market place, 
Manches‘er 

Clift, James, Birmingham, out of business, May 13 at 4 at offices of 
Parry, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Cornish, William, Penzance, Cornwall, Printer. May 14 at 11 at office 
of Trythall, Clarence st, Penzance 

Craddock, Frederick, Midsomer Norton, Somerset, Provision Merchant. 
May 14 at 12 at offices of Pearson, Clare st, Bristol 

Crago, William Henry, Plymouth, Devon, Commercial Traveller, May 
15 at 4 at offices of Brian, Freemasons’ Hall, Cornwall st, Plymouth 

Croad, Williain, Sherborne, Dorset, Plumber, May 13 at 2 at the 
Antelope Hote’, Sherborne. Watts, Yeovil 

Daffin, William Henry, Theale, Berks, Grocer. May 14 at 12 at offices 
of Beale. Londor. st, Reading 

Dunsby, Charies, Liverpool, Milliner. May 14 at 12 at offices of 
Fowier and Carruthers, Clayton square, Liverpool 

Finer, Henry, Thomas Finer, and Maria Witting, Great Clacton, Essex, 

rocers. May 19 at i2 at the Salisbury Hotel, Salisbury square, 
Fleet et. Philbrick and Middleton, Colchester 

French, John Todd, Lowther arcade, Dealer in Fancy Goods. May 14 
at 2 at offices of Sydney and Son, Finsbury circus 

Frolich, Edward Johana Hugo Theodor, Fenchurch st, Merchant. May 
19 at 4 at offices of Harrison, Walbrook 

Gannaway, Frederick, High st, Poplar,Grocer. May 18 at 3 at offices 
of Nicholls and Leatherdale, Old Jewry chambers. Gregson, Angel 
court, Throgmorton st : 

Garvey, Henry, Liverpool, Boot Maker. May 19 at3 at offices of Ritson, 
Dale st, Liverpool 

Gill, Levi, heoee, Poet Maker. May 14 at 2 atoffices of Hardwick, 

ar lane, 

Gillespie, Robert, Middlesborough, York, Draper. May 15 at 11 at 
Barker's Temperance Hotel, Bridge st West, Middlesborough. 
Bainbridge, Middieshorough 

Gowenlock, George, Oldham, Lancashire, Salesman. May 14 at 2 at 
the Mitre Hotel, Manchester. Clark, Oldham 

Haines, George, Bristol, Mason. May 9 at 11 at offices of Essery, 
Goildha!l, Broad st, Bristol 

Hanmer, James, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler, May 15 at 3 at the 
Clarendon Rooms, South John st, Liverpool. Blackhurst, Liverpool 

Harrison, James, Bradford, York, Woolstapler. May !1 at 11 at offices 
of Dawson and Greaves, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Hart, Mark William, Peterborough, Northampton, Grocer. May 18 at 
3 at the Wentworth Hotel, Peterborongh. Graves, Peterborough 

Heyl, James, Saltash, Cornwali, Gent. May 19 at 11 at offices of 
Elworthy and Co, Courtenay st, Plymouth 

Hoather, Thomas, Brighton, Sussex, Builder, May 20 at 3 at offices of 
Lamb, Ship et, Brighton 

Holt, Christopher, Enston rd, Iron Bedstead Manufacturer. May 18 at 
2 at offices of Apps, South square, Gray's inn 

Hoskins, Thomas, Bristol, Brush Manufacturer. May 16 at 1 at offices 
of Bowman, Gresham cham bers, Nichvlas st, Bristol. Roper, Bristol 

Hounse!!, George, Longbready, Dorset, Licensed Victualler, May 13 at 
3 at offices of Burnett, South st, Dorct ester 

Howell, Edward, Idol lane, Great Tower st, Tea Dealer, May 12 at 2 
at offices of Holmes, Fencharch et 

Innes, William Mitchell, Alde rshot, Hants, Lieutenant in H.M’s. 93rd 
Reg. May 20 at 2 at offices of Davies, Cork st, Barlington gardens 

Jennings, Richard, Bradford, York, Woolstapler. May 15 at 11 at office 
ot Wood and Killick, Comme rcial Bank buildings, Bradford 


Parry, 


May 15 at Il at 








officer of Dixon, Tredewar place, Newoort 

Osborn, Samuel, ard John Edward Fawcstt, Sheffiald, Steel Manu- 
facturers. May 12 at | at ths Victoria Hosal, Victoria Railway 
Station. Sheffield. Broomhead and Co, Sheffi:ld 

Parker, Alfred, Ashford, Kent. Baker, May 13 at! at the Royal Oak 
Hotel, Ashford. Minter, Folkestone 

Parker, Francis Chelmsford, Essex, Confectioner. May 13 atl at 
- offices of Jones, Tindal square, Chelmsford 

Parr, John, Aston-joxta-Birminghim, out of business. May 14 at 
11.30 at the Spread Eagle Hotel, Nurtogite st, Gloucester. Blewite, 
Birmingham 

Poole, Vernon, Leek, Stafford, Grocer. May 19 at 11 at the Swan 
Hotel, St Edward st, Leek. Redfera, Leek 

Porter, Thomas, Liverpool, Builder. May 22 at 3 at offices of Lowe, 
Castle st. Liverpool 


Postlethwaite, James, Daventry, Northampton, Linen Draper. May 13 
at 11 at offices of Kent, Red Lion court, Cannon st 
Pyne, John Henry, Davies st, Barkeley square, Stationer. May It at 


3 at offices of Stileman and Neale, Southamptoa st, Bloomsbury 
square 

Radley, Alexander, Union court, Old Broad st, Public Accountant. 
May 19 at 1 at offices of Davies, Moorgate st 

Rawsthorne, Shadrach, Preston, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer. 


May 
13 at 2 at the Buoar’s Head Inn, Friargate, Preston. 


Edelston, 


Preston 

Rickell, William, York, Innkeeper. May 15 at 11 at offices of Watson, 
Lendal, York 

Rowe, Latham Osborne, Deal, Kent, Cornfactor. 
offices of Mercer and Co, Queen st, Deal 

Sherry, Ernest. Hillsborough villas, Shepherd’s Bush rd, Commercial 
Traveller. Muy 21 at 2 at offices of Tilley and Liggins, tinsbury 


May 13 at ll at 


lace 

Siields, Thomas, Bradford, York, Stuff Merchant. May 12 at i1 at 
offices of Harris, Market st chambers, Market st, Bradford 

Sills, William, Luton, Bedford, Masic Muster. May 12 ut 3 at offices 
of Jeffery, King st, Luton 

Smyth, Henry Neville, New Basinghall st, Merchant’s Clerk. May 13 
at 1 at offices of Drake and Son, Cloak lane, Cannon st 

Smith, Thomas, and Frederick Inns, Birmingham, Cabinet Makers, 
May 15 at 8 at offices of Chirm, Waterloo st,‘ Birmingham 

Spain, John Beal, Southampton, Grocer. May 19 at 12 at offices of 
Stocken and Jupp, Lime st square, Lime st. Lomer 

Stephens, Joseph, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. May 14 at2 at offices 
of Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds. 

Street, peng Tunbridge Wells, Kent. May 12 at 12 at offices of 
Andrews, Fenchurch st. Stone add Simpson, Tunbridge Wel's 

Taylor, John, Portsea, Southampton, Poulterer. May 13 at 11 at offices 
of Walker, Landport 

Tomkinson, Charles, Manchester, Cloth Agent. May 13 at 1! at offices 
of Rideal and Shaw, Br st, Manch 

Baars, John Bernard Van, Rufford’s row, [elington, Oilman. May 9 
at 3 “y the City Arms, Bioomfleld st. Lind, Beaufort buildings, 
Stran 

Walter, Charles Morritt, Albert terrace, Knightsbridce, Manufacturer 
of Portmanteaus. May 16 at li at offices of Whitweli, King st, 
Cheapside 

Webb, Thomas, Downhaw rd, Kingsland, Corn Merchant. May 14 at2 
at the Masons’ Hall Hotel, Masons’ avenue, Masinghall st. Ashley, 
Charles square, Hoxton 

Whitehead, Reuben, Framlingham, Suffolk, Miller. May 14 at 4 at 
offices of Moulton, New st, Woodbridge 





Widdowson, David Oay, Slough, Buckingham, Coal Factor, May 16- 
at 3 at offices of Froggatt, Argyll st, Regent st 
Williamson, James, Ardwick, Manchester, Brewer. May 13 at 2 at 


ot Chapman and Co, Fountain st, Manchester 








UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 

of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an oppressive tax 

upon aji classes of the community. With a view of applying aremedy 

one bs evil ie rat N ce ny ‘ = kn when. 
opening their extensive cemetery at ng, em selves prep 

ton the whole duties relating to interments at Bred and 

moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 

to their means and the requirements of the case. ‘he Company also 

kes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 





of the United Ki A pamphlet containing full particclars may 
bs obtained, or will be for d, upon application to the Ohief Office, 7 
Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C, 





MPROVED and ECONOMIC OOOKERY.—Use 

LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT as“ stock’ for beef - 

toa, soups, made dishes and sauces; gives fine Savour and great 

strength. Invariably adopted in houseavids when fairly tried 
Castion,—Genuine only with Baron Liebig’s facsimile across ; 
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